
           
PURSUANT TO A.R.S. SECTION 38-431.01, THE GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS WILL HOLD AN OPEN MEETING IN
THE SUPERVISORS’ AUDITORIUM, 1400 EAST ASH STREET, GLOBE, ARIZONA. ONE OR MORE BOARD MEMBERS MAY
PARTICIPATE IN THE MEETING BY TELEPHONE CONFERENCE CALL OR BY INTERACTIVE TELEVISION VIDEO (ITV). ANY
MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC IS WELCOME TO ATTEND THE MEETING VIA ITV WHICH IS HELD AT 610 E. HIGHWAY 260,
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ CONFERENCE ROOM, PAYSON, ARIZONA. THE AGENDA IS AS FOLLOWS:

REGULAR MEETING - TUESDAY, MARCH 19, 2013 - 10:00 AM
           

1 Call to Order - Pledge of Allegiance – Invocation  
 

2 REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS:  
 

A Information/Discussion/Action to adopt Resolution No. 13-03-02 approving
the designation of the portions of the San Carlos Apache Indian Reservation
within Gila County as a Colonia. (Marvin Mull & Charles Russell)

 

B Information/Discussion/Action to ratify the Board of Supervisors' approval for
the Sheriff's Office electronic submission of a Grant Application in the amount
of $43,000 that is entitled "Gila County Payson Sub-Station Communication
Project" to the Arizona Department of Homeland Security. (Tim Scott)

 

C Information/Discussion/Action to ratify the Board of Supervisors' approval for
the Sheriff's Office electronic submission of a Grant Application in the amount
of $35,295 that is entitled "Critical Incident Responder Safety and Health
Project" to the Arizona Department of Homeland Security. (John France)

 

D Information/Discussion/Action to approve Service Agreement No.
083112-1 between Gila County Division of Community Services, Housing
Services, and Rodriguez Constructions, Inc. for Weatherization Project No.
HH7469 whereby Rodriguez Constructions, Inc. will provide housing
rehabilitation services to a single family household unit located in Miami for a
fee of $72,269.76, with all work to be completed by May 19, 2013.  (Malissa
Buzan)

 

E Information/Discussion/Action to approve a Memorandum of Agreement
between Gila County and the United States Army, Partnership for Youth
Success (PaYS) Program, to provide an opportunity to qualified veterans to
interview for an open position within Gila County and to allow the ARMY PaYS
website to display the Gila County logo as a member of the ARMY PaYS
Program.  (Berthan DeNero)

 

F Information/Discussion/Action to review all bids submitted for Request for
Sealed Bids No. 110812 for the purchase of chips, ABC, and asphalt for the
Copper Region and Timber Region; award the Timber Region of Bid No. 110812
to the lowest, responsible and qualified bidder contingent upon that bidder
agreeing to sign Amendment No. 1 to the Award Contract; and authorize the
Chairman's signature on the Award Contract and Amendment No. 1 to
the Contract for the winning bidder. (Joseph Heatherly)

 

3 CONSENT AGENDA ACTION ITEMS:  (Any matter on the Consent Agenda  

  

  



3 CONSENT AGENDA ACTION ITEMS:  (Any matter on the Consent Agenda
will be removed from the Consent Agenda and discussed and voted upon
as a regular agenda item upon the request of any member of the Board of
Supervisors.)

 

 

A Approval of Delegation Agreement No. EV12-0053 between the Gila County
Community Development Division, Gila County Health and Emergency
Services Division and the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
(ADEQ) to delegate function of ADEQ statutes, rules and policies for water
quality and solid waste management functions and duties effective 30 days
after ADEQ approval/signature through June 30, 2050. 

 

B Approval of the reappointments of Judge Gary V. Scales and Judge Judith A.
Joseph as Judges Pro Tempore for the Superior Court in Gila County for the
period of July 1, 2013, through June 30, 2014.

 

C Approval to adopt Resolution 13-03-01 authorizing the County's funding match
requirement of $250 in order for the Gila County Probation Department to
receive $1,000 of additional FY 2012-2013 Family Counseling Program funding
from the Arizona Supreme Court, Administrative Office of the Courts, Juvenile
Justice Services Division.

 

D Approval of a request by the Greater Arizona Bicycling Association, Inc. to use
the Gila County Courthouse parking area in Globe as a rest stop for a bike
race on May 4 & 5, 2013.

 

E Approval of Amendment No. 1 to Contract No. Gila 10101 between Gila County
and Central Arizona College to increase the contract amount from $630,336 to
$775,219 which will allow for the continued provision of Workforce Investment
Act Youth Services for the Gila-Pinal Workforce Investment Area.

 

F Approval for Gila County Community Services, Housing Services, to submit a
response to Request for Proposal No. 2014-01-13 issued by the Pinal-Gila
Council for Senior Citizens (PGCSC), Area Agency on Aging, Region V, for
PGCSC to allocate funding in the amount of $6,320 to Gila County which
will be used to provide minor home repairs to eligible citizens residing in Gila
County for the period July 1, 2013, through June 30, 2014.

 

G Approval of an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. ADHS13-041539)
between Gila County and the Arizona Department of Health Services on a fee
for service basis which will allow the Gila County Health Department to
continue to provide Immunization Program services for the period of January 1,
2013, through December 31, 2017.

 

H Approval of Amendment No. 1 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract
No. ADHS13-031248) between Gila County and the Arizona Department of
Health Services changing the Scope of Work section of the contract effective
October 1, 2012, to provide HIV Prevention Program services through June 30,
2017.

 

I Approval to re-advertise an Invitation for Bids (No. 110812-1) for the purchase

  

  



I Approval to re-advertise an Invitation for Bids (No. 110812-1) for the purchase
of chips, ABC and asphalt for the Copper Region.

 

J Approval of Amendment No. 1 to Gila County Contract No. 011013,
Weatherization Project No. HH#152-12-03, between the Gila County
Community Services Division and Noble Building L.L.C., to increase the
contract amount by $6,000, for additional roof structure support, for a total
contract amount of $53,385.66.

 

K Authorization of the Chairman's signature on U.S. Department of Agriculture
Forest Service Amendment No. 2 for Special-Use Authorization which will
expire on December 31, 2019, concurrent with the permit expiration date, with
regard to the Forest Service dumping fees at the Buckhead Mesa Landfill.

 

L Approval of Gila Monsters Go-Kart Club's request to use the Go-Kart Track at
the Fairgrounds for the period of April 1, 2013, through September 22, 2013,
with a waiver of fees. 

 

M Acknowledgment of the January 2013 monthly activity report submitted by the
Recorder's Office.

 

N Approval of the February 26, 2013, and the March 5, 2013, BOS meeting
minutes.

 

O Acknowledgment of contracts under $50,000 which have been approved by the
County Manager for the weeks of February 11, 2013, to February 15, 2013;
and February 18, 2013, to February 22, 2013.

 

P Approval of finance reports/demands/transfers for the weeks of March 12,
2013, and March 19, 2013.

 

 

4 CALL TO THE PUBLIC:  Call to the Public is held for public benefit to allow
individuals to address issue(s) within the Board's jurisdiction. Board
members may not discuss items that are not specifically identified on the
agenda. Therefore, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statute §38-431.01(H), action
taken as a result of public comment will be limited to responding to criticism
made by those who have addressed the Board of Supervisors, may ask staff to
review the matter or may ask that a matter be put on a future agenda for
further discussion and decision at a future date.

 

 

5 At any time during this meeting pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.02(K), members
of the Board of Supervisors and the Chief Administrator may present a brief
summary of current events. No action may be taken on issues presented.

 

 

IF SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS ARE NEEDED, PLEASE CONTACT THE RECEPTIONIST AT (928) 425-3231 AS EARLY AS

  

  



IF SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS ARE NEEDED, PLEASE CONTACT THE RECEPTIONIST AT (928) 425-3231 AS EARLY AS
POSSIBLE TO ARRANGE THE ACCOMMODATIONS. FOR TTY, PLEASE DIAL 7-1-1 TO REACH THE ARIZONA RELAY SERVICE
AND ASK THE OPERATOR TO CONNECT YOU TO (928) 425-3231.

THE BOARD MAY VOTE TO HOLD AN EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING LEGAL ADVICE FROM THE
BOARD’S ATTORNEY ON ANY MATTER LISTED ON THE AGENDA PURSUANT TO A.R.S. SECTION 38-431.03(A)((3)

THE ORDER OR DELETION OF ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO MODIFICATION AT THE MEETING

  

  



   

ARF-1723     Regular Agenda Item      2- A             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Don McDaniel
Jr., County
Manager

Submitted By: Don McDaniel Jr., County Manager,
County Manager

Department: County Manager

Information
Request/Subject
Resolution No. 13-03-02 approving Colonia designation for the San Carlos Apache
Indian Reservation (within Gila County).

Background Information
A community which is a "Colonia" as defined by the United States Department of
Agriculture exists on the San Carlos Apache Indian Reservation in Gila County
Arizona. 

Incorporated and unincorporated communities within the County that lack adequate
potable water supplies, adequate sewage systems, and/or decent, safe and sanitary
housing are eligible for designation as a Colonia.

The San Carlos Apache Indian Reservation Tribal Council adopted Resolution No.
FB-13-041 on February 24, 2013, which re-affirms Resolution No. FB-99-020 for the
purpose of retaining the Tribe's "Colonia" designation to facilitate the use of
community water and/or waste disposal system and to remain eligible for funding
under the USDA Water and Waste Disposal (WWD) grants authorized by Section
306(b) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural Development Act (7U.S.C. 1926), as
amended.

Evaluation
Charles Russell, Director of Tribal Transportation, has requested Gila County to adopt
a resolution approving the Colonia designation on that portion of the reservation
within Gila County. The reservation does lack adequate water and waste water
disposal systems. This designation is necessary before certain state and federal funds
can be made available to improve their infrastructure and housing conditions on the
reservation.

Conclusion
The San Carlos Apache Indian Reservation does lack adequate water and/or waste
water disposal systems as well as decent, safe and sanitary housing. Consequently,
the Board of Supervisors should approve the designation of the San Carlos
Reservation within Gila County as a Colonia.

Recommendation
The San Carlos Apache Indian Tribe has requested and the Gila County staff



The San Carlos Apache Indian Tribe has requested and the Gila County staff
recommends that the Board of Supervisors adopt Resolution No. 13-03-02 approving
Colonia Designation for the portion of the San Carlos Apache Indian Reservation
within Gila County.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to adopt Resolution No. 13-03-02 approving the
designation of the portions of the San Carlos Apache Indian Reservation within Gila
County as a Colonia. (Marvin Mull & Charles Russell)

Attachments
Resolution No. 13-03-02 San Carlos Portions as a Colonia



 
 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 13-03-02 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
APPROVING THE DESIGNATION OF THE PORTIONS OF THE SAN 
CARLOS APACHE INDIAN RESERVATION WITHIN GILA COUNTY 
AS A “COLONIA.” 

 
WHEREAS, a “Colonia” community as defined by the United States Department of Agriculture 
does exist on the San Carlos Apache Indian Reservation within Gila County, Arizona; and 
 
WHEREAS, incorporated and unincorporated communities within the County that lack 
adequate water and/or waste water disposal and decent, safe and sanitary housing are eligible for 
designation as a Colonia; and 
 
WHEREAS, the San Carlos Apache Indian Reservation was previously designated as a Colonia 
and is seeking to retain that designation; and  
 
WHEREAS, designation as a Colonia is necessary to obtain certain state and federal funds to 
improve infrastructure and housing within the San Carlos Reservation community. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED that the Gila County Board of 
Supervisors approves the designation of the Gila County portions of the San Carlos Apache 
Indian Reservation as a Colonia because it lacks adequate potable water, adequate waste water 
disposal and/ or decent, safe and sanitary housing. 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 19th day of March 2013, at Globe, Gila County, Arizona 
 
Attest:      GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
 
_______________________________ _______________________________ 
Marian Sheppard    Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 
Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
______________________________ 
Bryan Chambers 
Deputy Attorney Principal 



   

ARF-1715       2- B             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Adam Shepherd, Sheriff Submitted By: Nancy
Neumann,
Executive
Administrative
Assistant,
Sheriff's Office

Department: Sheriff's Office
Fiscal Year: FY2013 Budgeted?: No

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

October 2013 to September 30, 2014 Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: New

Information
Request/Subject
State of Arizona Department of Homeland Security Grant Application

Background Information
On February 26, 2013, the Gila County Sheriff's Office electronically submitted a
Grant Application in the amount of $43,000 to the Arizona Department of Homeland
Security (AZDOHS) of which the project is entitled "Gila County Payson Sub-Station
Communication Project" and, if approved, the grant funds will be used to buy
communication equipment.

Evaluation
When the Sheriff's Office was given notice of the grant funding opportunity, there was
a very short turnaround time to meet the application deadline, which was March 1,
2013. The application was not completed in time by the Sheriff's Office to be placed on
the Board of Supervisors' February 19th Regular Meeting agenda for approval to
submit the grant application, and the following Regular Meeting was not scheduled
until March 5th. 

If this grant is awarded to the Sheriff's Office, written notification will be provided to
the Sheriff's Office. The next step in the process will be for the placement of an agenda
item to request the Board of Supervisors' acceptance of the grant award.

Conclusion
If the grant is awarded to the Sheriff's Office, and if the Board of Supervisors accepts



If the grant is awarded to the Sheriff's Office, and if the Board of Supervisors accepts
the grant award, it will provide $43,000 for the purchase of communication equipment.

This project will enhance the communications capability of the Sheriff's Office with the
users to include local fire districts, tribal law enforcement and state communications
partners. It is imperative that the Sheriff's Office continue to submit grant
applications to the Department of Homeland Security to obtain continued grant
funding.

Recommendation
The Gila County Sheriff's Office recommends that the Board of Supervisors ratify its
approval for the Sheriff's Office electronic submission of a Grant Application entitled
"Gila County Payson Sub-Station Communication Project" to AZDOHS.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to ratify the Board of Supervisors' approval for the
Sheriff's Office electronic submission of a Grant Application in the amount of $43,000
that is entitled "Gila County Payson Sub-Station Communication Project" to the
Arizona Department of Homeland Security. (Tim Scott)

Attachments
FY13 AZDOHS Grant Program Application























































   

ARF-1706     Regular Agenda Item      2- C             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Adam
Shepherd,
Sheriff

Submitted By: Nancy Neumann, Executive
Administrative Assistant, Sheriff's Office

Department: Sheriff's Office
Fiscal Year: FY2013 Budgeted?: No

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

October 2013 to
September 30,
2014

Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: New

Information
Request/Subject
State of Arizona Department of Homeland Security Grant Application

Background Information
On February 21, 2013, the Gila County Sheriff's Office electronically submitted a
Grant Application in the amount of $35,295 to the Arizona Department of Homeland
Security (AZDOHS) of which the project is entitled "Critical Incident Responder Safety
and Health" and, if approved, the grant funds will be used to buy additonal SCUBA
diving equipment. 

Evaluation
When the Sheriff's Office was given notice of the grant funding opportunity, there was
a very short turnaround time to meet the application deadline, which was March 1,
2013.  The application was not completed in time by the Sheriff's Office to be placed
on the Board of Supervisors' February 19th Regular Meeting for approval to submit
the grant application, and the following Regular Meeting was not scheduled until
March 5th.  

If this grant is awarded to the Sheriff's Office, written notification will be provided to
the Sheriff's Office.  The next step in the process will be for the placement of an
agenda item to request the Board of Supervisors' acceptance of the grant award. 

Conclusion
If a grant is awarded to the Sheriff's Office, and if the Board of Supervisors accepts



If a grant is awarded to the Sheriff's Office, and if the Board of Supervisors accepts
the grant award, it will provide $35,295 for the purchase of SCUBA regulators with
gas switching blocks, buoyancy diving compensators, and diving harnesses for 15
Sheriff's Office personnel.

This gear will enhance diver safety and personal protection when diving into potable
water storage treatment facilities so contamination will not occur. It is imperative that
the Sheriff's Office continue to submit grant applications to the Department of
Homeland Security to obtain continued grant funding.

Recommendation
The Gila County Sheriff's Office recommends that the Board of Supervisors ratify its
approval for the Sheriff's Office electronic submission of a Grant Application entitled
"Critical Incident Responder Safety and Health Project" to AZDOHS.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to ratify the Board of Supervisors' approval for the
Sheriff's Office electronic submission of a Grant Application in the amount of $35,295
that is entitled "Critical Incident Responder Safety and Health Project" to the Arizona
Department of Homeland Security. (John France)

Attachments
2013 State Homeland Security Grant Program Application























































   

ARF-1532     Regular Agenda Item      2- D             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Malissa Buzan,
CAP/Housing Services
Manager

Submitted By: Dana Sgroi, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Community Services Division Division: Comm. Action Program/Housing Servs.
Fiscal Year: 2013-2014 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

03/20/2013 - 05/19/2013 Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: New

Information
Request/Subject
Service Agreement No. 083112-1 between Gila County Division of Community Services, Housing
Services, and Rodriguez Constructions, Inc. for Major Rehabilitation Project No. HH7469

Background Information
Arizona Department of Housing (ADOH) administers CDBG and HOME funding for programs through
units of local government and non-profit agencies that provide rehabilitation to certain property types
owned and occupied as the primary residence of low-income homeowners.

The following property types are eligible:
Single-family (one-unit structures);
Condominium units;
Manufactured housing only if the unit upon completion:
is placed on a permanent foundation (requires certification) and is connected to permanent utility
hook-ups;
is located on land that is held in fee-simple title, or long-term ground lease with a term of at least
99 years (50 years for tribal land);
meets the construction standards of 24 CFR 3280 if manufactured after June 15, 1976; or, meets
applicable local and/or State codes if manufactured prior to June 15, 1976.

The following property types are ineligible:
Rental properties;
Units not occupied as primary resident of the owner;
Uninsured properties; Units located in a flood zone that are not covered by a flood insurance policy. 

Evaluation
Gila County Housing Services currently has Owner Occupied Housing Rehabilitation contracts with
ADOH, one of which is the HOME Contract No. 308-11 which stipulates that all code deficiencies must
be corrected and brought up to code. Housing services will be providing rehabilitation services to such
a home located in Gila County. 

A Contractor walk-through was held on June 27, 2012. In attendance at the walk-through was
Mountain Retreat Builders and Rodriguez Constructions, Inc. Bids for this project were submitted
with the lowest bid received from Rodriguez Constructions in the amount of $79,400. 

The project was put back out to re-bid and a legal advertisement for Request for Bid Proposals was run
in the Arizona Silver Belt on November 21, 2012, with bids due on December 06, 2012. Rodriguez
Constructions, Inc. turned in the low bid for $72,269.76. The pricing was reduced by $7,130.24 due to
the fact that the homeowner performed some of the previous scope while waiting for the bids to come in
on the re-bid.



This contract will ensure all rehabilitation services will be provided and completed by May 19, 2013.

Providing rehabilitation services to this home will provide a healthy, safe and energy efficient home for
this family.

Conclusion
By approving this Contract request, the Gila County Housing Services Program will be in compliance
with the requirements of HOME Contract No. 308-11.

Recommendation
The Community Action/Housing Services Manager recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve
this Contract.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to approve Service Agreement No. 083112-1 between Gila County
Division of Community Services, Housing Services, and Rodriguez Constructions, Inc. for
Weatherization Project No. HH7469 whereby Rodriguez Constructions, Inc. will provide housing
rehabilitation services to a single family household unit located in Miami for a fee of $72,269.76, with
all work to be completed by May 19, 2013.  (Malissa Buzan)

Attachments
Legal Request for Proposals
Service Agreement 083112-1- Major Rehabilitation Project No. HH7469
Legal Explanation



































 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office “approval as to form” of contract or agreement. 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the contract or agreement attached to this 

agenda item and has determined that it is in its proper form and  is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to the public agency requesting the County 

Attorney’s Office review.   

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office 
“Approval as to Form” Review 

 
 
  The Gila County Attorney’s Office is often called upon to review contracts and 
other agreements between public entities represented by the County Attorney and 
private vendors, contractors, and individuals.   
 
 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews these contracts 
to see that they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means 
that the contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific 
legislative requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public 
agency.  It does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports 
the policy objectives contained in the contract.  That approval is solely the province 
of the public agency through its elected body.    
 
 The public agency or department submitting the contract for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the contract in order to completely understand 
its obligations under the contract if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s 
board.  This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the contract 
as to form, the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the 
capacity to actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County 
Attorney’s Office does not monitor contract compliance.  Hence the public entity or 



submitting department will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A 
thorough knowledge of the provisions of the contract will be necessary to monitor 
compliance. 

 
 Before signing a contract “approved as to form,” the County Attorney’s Office 
will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about the contract.  It is 
the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the contract for 
review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the contract 
to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the contract for review.  
Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office review of 
the contract because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of greatest 
concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the agency does 
have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County Attorney’s Office to 
meaningfully review the agreement.   

 



   

ARF-1628     Regular Agenda Item      2- E             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Berthan
DeNero, Human
Resources
Director

Submitted By:
Erica Raymond, Human Resources
Assistant, Human Resources

Department: Human Resources

Information
Request/Subject
Memorandum of Agreement with the U.S. Army Partnership for Youth Success (PaYS)
Program.

Background Information
N/A

Evaluation
The U.S. Army Partnership for Youth Success (PaYS) Program would like to partner
with Gila County, through a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), to provide America’s
youth with an opportunity to serve their country while they prepare for their future.
This unique program is part of the Army’s effort to partner with America’s business
community and reconnect America with the Army.

The PaYS Program provides a recruiting incentive to increase the Army’s ability to
assist with hiring needs. It would provide Gila County with motivated, experienced,
and qualified candidates and it is an opportunity for Gila County to work with the
Army in a community outreach and help to reverse the trend of an ever decreasing,
qualified workforce. Gila County would agree to provide an interview to qualified PaYS
soldiers and ROTC cadets.

Additionally, the Gila County logo will be posted on the ARMY PaYS website, as a
display of our loyalty and committment to support our troops. 

The MOA is being submitted to the Board of Supervisors, prior to the signature of
Henry L. Huntley, Brigadier General, USA, Deputy Commanding General.  The Army
feels that since the Army Recruiting Command is the sponsoring agency and dealing
with a Major General, who is in Command of the Army's recruiting operations for
the United States, to include Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands; this identifies the
Army as the lead organization. The MOA is then considered a "blank document" until
signed by the participating agency (see attached email dated February 14, 2013.)

Conclusion
This is a great opportunity for Gila County to hire veterans who have met the highest



This is a great opportunity for Gila County to hire veterans who have met the highest
mental, moral and physical standards. The Army instills seven core Army values;
Loyalty, Duty, Respect, Selfless Service, Honor, Integrity, and Personal Courage, in
every soldier (candidate). This program is a win-win situation for Gila County, the
Army and its soldiers.

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the Gila County Board of Supervisors enter into a
Memorandum of Agreement between the United States Army and Gila County to
provide an opportunity to qualified veterans to interview for an open position; and
recommends that the Gila County Board of Supervisors allow the ARMY PaYS website
to display the Gila County logo.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to approve a Memorandum of Agreement between Gila
County and the United States Army, Partnership for Youth Success (PaYS) Program,
to provide an opportunity to qualified veterans to interview for an open position within
Gila County and to allow the ARMY PaYS website to display the Gila County logo as a
member of the ARMY PaYS Program.  (Berthan DeNero)

Attachments
Department of the Army-MOA execution instructions
Memorandum of Agreement between the United States Army and Gila County, Arizona
Consent to Use Company Marks
Email dated February 14, 2013
Legal Explanation
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GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D). 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).   

 

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 

Agreement (IGA) Review 
 

 

  A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that  

 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 

procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 

submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 

procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 

proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 

the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 

unit. 

 

 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 

they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 

contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 

requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 

does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 

objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 

agency through its elected body.    



 

 Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 

executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 

the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 

requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 

executed. 

  

 Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 

properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 

applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 

extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 

agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 

by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 

wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 

in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 

action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 

directed to the County Attorney’s Office. 

 

 Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 

“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 

approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 

person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 

the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 

of payment.”  

 

 The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 

responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 

obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  

This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 

the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 

actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 

does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 

will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 

the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance. 

 

 Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 

Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 

the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 

IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 

IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 

review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 

review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 

greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 

agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 

Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.   

 



   

ARF-1721     Regular Agenda Item      2- F             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Joseph
Heatherly,
Finance Director

Submitted By: Dana Sgroi, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Finance Department
Fiscal Year: FY 2013-2014 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

03-19-12 to
07-18-14

Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: New

Information
Request/Subject
Request to Award Bid No. 110812 for Chips, ABC, and Asphalt for the Timber Region

Background Information
On December 18, 2012, the Gila County Board of Supervisors authorized a Request to
Advertise for Bids No. 110812 chips, ABC, asphalt & cold mix for the Copper Region
and the Timber Region.

Invitation for Bids No. 110812 was advertised in the Arizona Silver Belt on January 2,
2013, and January 9, 2013.  All sealed bids were due on January 16, 2013.

Evaluation
Award of this bid would allow for the Consolidated Roads Department to
purchase chips, ABC and asphalt in order to maintain roads and parking lots,
pavement preservation and chip sealing for the Timber Region of Gila County. 

Even though the bid specifications included a line item for cold mix, after further
review by County personnel, it has been decided that the cold mix could be purchased
through a purchase order instead of being included in a formal bid process.

In addition to acquiring competitive pricing for these materials, the advantage to
having a contract in place for the purchase of chips, ABC and asphalt is that the unit
price will be fixed for the term of the contract, and other political subdivisions, cities
and towns of the State of Arizona, in which Gila County has entered into an active
purchasing agreement, can benefit from the same pricing. The term of the contract
shall remain in effect for a period of sixteen (16) months, unless terminated or
cancelled, with an option to renew for two (2) additional one (1) year periods.

Conclusion
During the planning process for FY 2013, Public Works is forecasting the aggregate



During the planning process for FY 2013, Public Works is forecasting the aggregate
materials for repairs and maintenance of roads in both the Copper and Timber
Regions, to be approximately $600,000 to $900,000, depending upon the weather and
other factors. Some of the major maintenance projects require more products and
some of the work is reimbursable by the Forest Service. To obtain contracts for road
materials, by region, has saved the County money by choosing vendors, due to the
difference in hauling costs, while remaining competitive.

After further review by Finance Division staff of the language contained in Contract
No. 110812, it has been determined that a renumeration cap needs to be noted in the
contract; therefore, an Amendment is being added to this agenda item to become an
integral part of the contract documents.

Recommendation
After extensive review of all submitted proposals, the Public Works Director
recommends the Board of Supervisors approve the award of Request for Bids No.
110812 chips, ABC and asphalt for the Timber Region to Payson Concrete & Materials.

Amendment No. 1 has been submitted to Payson Concrete & Materials for
signature. Awarding the contract to Payson Concrete & Materials is contingent upon
their signing Amendment No. 1.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to review all bids submitted for Request for Sealed
Bids No. 110812 for the purchase of chips, ABC, and asphalt for the Copper Region
and Timber Region; award the Timber Region of Bid No. 110812 to the lowest,
responsible and qualified bidder contingent upon that bidder agreeing to sign
Amendment No. 1 to the Award Contract; and authorize the Chairman's signature on
the Award Contract and Amendment No. 1 to the Contract for the winning bidder.
(Joseph Heatherly)

Attachments
Quote Tabulation Form
All Rock Supply Inc. sealed bid
Mesa Materials sealed bid
Payson Concrete and Materials sealed bid
Contract No. 110812 with Payson Concrete and Materials, Inc.
Amendment No. 1 to Contract No. 110812
Legal Explanation



      BID  110812

TITLE:

      BID              DUE

      NO.: DATE:
 

 

Vulcan Materials                                                                        

shimerd@vmcmail.com                                                            

602-452-5535

NO BID
emailed IFB 01-02-13 to Debbie 

Shimer

All Rock Supply, Inc.                                                                     

Kristen.rodriguez@allrocksupply.net                                                            

480-797-6566

QUOTE TABULATION FORM

GILA COUNTY

Mesa Materials                                                                        

psouthway@mesamaterials.com                                                            

602-803-9828

SEE BREAKDOWN 

BELOW
emailed IFB 01-02-13 to Patti 

Southway

Pioneer Sand                                                                        

ken@pioneersand.com                                                            

602-989-2260

NO BID emailed IFB 01-02-13 to Ken Ward

R

A

N

K

I

N

G

Payson Concrete & Materials                                            

pcmexc@gmail.com                                                            

928-476-3664

emailed IFB 01-02-13 to Dallas. 

Called Dallas on 01-04-13 to make 

sure he received invite. He had me 

call Tim Hughes and email it to him 

at pcmpsn@gmail.com

emailed IFB 01-02-13 to Mike Denny

Chips, ABC, Asphalt & Cold Mix for Copper Region and Timber Region

110812 January 16, 2013

COMMENTS

MDI Rock                                                                                 

miked@mdirock.com                                                                

602-569-8722

SEE BREAKDOWN 

BELOW

NO BID

BIDDER FIRM NAME BID AMOUNT

Paloma Ready Mix & Materials                                                            

lmb@palomareadymix.com                                                           

602-686-8928

NO BID
emailed IFB 01-02-13 to Loren 

Brown

Western Aggregates                                                            

bob.mack@westernagg.com                                                           

602-291-1588

NO BID emailed IFB 01-03-13 to Bob Mack

SEE BREAKDOWN 

BELOW
emailed IFB 01-02-13 to Kristen 

Rodriguez

LaFarge North America                                                               

eric.marshall@lafarge-na.com                                                           

505-918-4301

NO BID
emailed IFB 01-02-13 to Eric 

Marshall

emailed IFB 01-03-13 to Richard 

Kissling

emailed IFB 01-03-13 to Jose 

Quintero

Fisher Sand & Rock/dba Southwest Asphalt                                  

rkissling@fisherind.com                                                           

480-730-1033

Cemex                                                                                      

josel.quintero@cemex.com                                                          

928-425-5775

NO BID

NO BID



BID RESULTS COPPER REGION 1/2" Chips  FOB Plant

1/2" Chips  

Delivered 

to

1400 E. Ash, 

Globe

 

 

 

 

BID RESULTS COPPER REGION 3/8" Chips  FOB Plant

3/8" Chips  

Delivered 

to

1400 E. Ash, 

Globe

 

 

 

BID RESULTS COPPER REGION
ABC-ADOT 

Class 2
FOB Plant

ABC-ADOT 

Class 2  

Delivered 

to

1400 E. Ash, 

Globe

 

 

 

 

Payson Concrete & Materials                                            

TONTO PLANT
$20.00/ton $29.75/ton

Mesa Materials                                           $13.41/ton $29.66/ton

emailed IFB 01-04-13 to Ginger at 

McGraw-Hill

FW Dodge                                                                                      

dodge_reocwe@mcgraw-hill.com                   
PUBLICATION

Blue Book                                                                                     

www.thebluebook.com                     
PUBLICATION entered IFB online 01-04-13

Payson Concrete & Materials                                            

TONTO PLANT
$14.00/ton $33.75/ton

All Rock Supply $21.50/ton $27.00/ton

Payson Concrete & Materials                                                        

Mesa Materials                                                                     

All Rock Supply

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge

$7.00 per mile beyond 1400 E. Ash                                                                          

$.025 per ton/mile from 1400 E. Ash 

to final destination                                            

$2.00 per mile beyond 1400 E. Ash

All Rock Supply $15.75/ton $21.50/ton

Payson Concrete & Materials                                                        

Mesa Materials                                                                     

All Rock Supply

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge

$7.00 per mile beyond 1400 E. Ash                                                                          

$.025 per ton/mile from 1400 E. Ash 

to final destination                                            

$2.00 per mile beyond 1400 E. Ash

All Rock Supply $14.50/ton $20.50/ton

Mesa Materials                                           $13.41/ton $29.66/ton

Payson Concrete & Materials                                            

TONTO PLANT
$8.50/ton $18.25/ton

Mesa Materials                                           $5.00/ton $21.25/ton

Payson Concrete & Materials                                                        

Mesa Materials                                                                     

All Rock Supply

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge

$7.00 per mile beyond 1400 E. Ash                                                                          

$.025 per ton/mile from 1400 E. Ash 

to final destination                                            

$2.00 per mile beyond 1400 E. Ash



BID RESULTS COPPER REGION
ABC-MAG 

Spec
FOB Plant

ABC-MAG 

Spec  

Delivered 

to

1400 E. Ash, 

Globe

 

 

 

 

BID RESULTS COPPER REGION

3/8" 

Asphalt-

MAG Spec

FOB Plant

3/8" 

Asphalt-

MAG Spec  

Delivered 

to

1400 E. Ash, 

Globe

 

 

 

 

BID RESULTS COPPER REGION

3/4" 

Asphalt-

MAG Spec

FOB Plant

3/4" 

Asphalt-

MAG Spec  

Delivered 

to

1400 E. Ash, 

Globe

 

All Rock Supply NO BID NO BID

Payson Concrete & Materials                                            

PAYSON PLANT
$61.00/ton $78.50/ton

Mesa Materials                                           $60.00/ton $77.00/ton

Payson Concrete & Materials                                            

TONTO PLANT
$8.50/ton $18.25/ton

Payson Concrete & Materials                                                        

Mesa Materials                                                                     

All Rock Supply

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge

$7.00 per mile beyond 1400 E. Ash                                                                          

$.025 per ton/mile from 1400 E. Ash 

to final destination                                            

$2.00 per mile beyond 1400 E. Ash

Payson Concrete & Materials                                            

PAYSON PLANT
$63.00/ton $80.50/ton

Mesa Materials                                           $5.00/ton $21.25/ton

All Rock Supply $15.75/ton $21.50/ton

Payson Concrete & Materials                                                        

Mesa Materials                                                                     

All Rock Supply

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge

$7.00 per mile beyond 1400 E. Ash                                                                          

$.025 per ton/mile from 1400 E. Ash 

to final destination                                            

$2.00 per mile beyond 1400 E. Ash

Mesa Materials                                           $63.00/ton $80.00/ton

All Rock Supply NO BID NO BID

Payson Concrete & Materials                                                        

Mesa Materials                                                                     

All Rock Supply

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge

$7.00 per mile beyond 1400 E. Ash                                                                          

$.025 per ton/mile from 1400 E. Ash 

to final destination                                            

$2.00 per mile beyond 1400 E. Ash



BID RESULTS COPPER REGION
Cold Mix-

Mod 1/2"
FOB Plant

Cold Mix-

Mod 1/2"  

Delivered 

to

1400 E. Ash, 

Globe

 

 

 

 

BID RESULTS TIMBER REGION 1/2" Chips  FOB Plant

1/2" Chips  

Delivered 

to

608 E. Hwy. 

260, Payson

 

 

 

 

BID RESULTS TIMBER REGION 3/8" Chips  FOB Plant

3/8" Chips  

Delivered 

to

608 E. Hwy. 

260, Payson

 

 

 

 

BID RESULTS TIMBER REGION
ABC-ADOT 

Class 2
FOB Plant

ABC-ADOT 

Class 2  

Delivered 

to

608 E. Hwy. 

260, Payson

 

 

 

Payson Concrete & Materials                                            

PAYSON PLANT
NO BID NO BID

Mesa Materials                                           $91.20/ton $107.45/ton

$7.00 per mile beyond 1400 E. Ash                                                                          

$.025 per ton/mile from 1400 E. Ash 

to final destination                                            

$2.00 per mile beyond 1400 E. Ash

All Rock Supply $115.00/ton $130.00/ton

Payson Concrete & Materials                                                        

Mesa Materials                                                                     

All Rock Supply

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge

All Rock Supply $21.50/ton $31.50/ton

Payson Concrete & Materials                                                        

Mesa Materials                                                                     

All Rock Supply

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge

$7.00 per mile beyond 608 E. Hwy 

260, Payson                                                                      

$.025 per ton/mile from 608 E. Hwy 

260 to final destination                                            

$2.00 per mile beyond 608 E. Hwy. 

260, Payson

Payson Concrete & Materials                                            

PAYSON PLANT
$25.00/ton $27.00/ton

Mesa Materials                                           $13.41/ton $29.66/ton

Mesa Materials                                           $13.41/ton $29.66/ton

All Rock Supply $14.50/ton $24.50/ton

Payson Concrete & Materials                                            

PAYSON PLANT
$19.00/ton $21.00/ton

Payson Concrete & Materials                                            

PAYSON PLANT
$13.50/ton $15.50/ton

Mesa Materials                                           $5.00/ton $21.25/ton

Payson Concrete & Materials                                                        

Mesa Materials                                                                     

All Rock Supply

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge

$7.00 per mile beyond 608 E. Hwy 

260, Payson                                                                      

$.025 per ton/mile from 608 E. Hwy 

260 to final destination                                            

$2.00 per mile beyond 608 E. Hwy. 

260, Payson

All Rock Supply $15.75/ton $21.50/ton



 

BID RESULTS TIMBER REGION
ABC-MAG 

Spec
FOB Plant

ABC-MAG 

Spec  

Delivered 

to

608 E. Hwy. 

260, Payson

 

 

BID RESULTS TIMBER REGION

3/8" 

Asphalt-

MAG Spec

FOB Plant

3/8" 

Asphalt-

MAG Spec  

Delivered 

to

608 E. Hwy. 

260, Payson

 

 

BID RESULTS TIMBER REGION

3/4" 

Asphalt-

MAG Spec

FOB Plant

3/4" 

Asphalt-

MAG Spec  

Delivered 

to

608 E. Hwy. 

260, Payson

 

 

Payson Concrete & Materials                                                        

Mesa Materials                                                                     

All Rock Supply

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge

$7.00 per mile beyond 608 E. Hwy 

260, Payson                                                                      

$.025 per ton/mile from 608 E. Hwy 

260 to final destination                                            

$2.00 per mile beyond 608 E. Hwy. 

260, Payson

Payson Concrete & Materials                                            

PAYSON PLANT
$61.00/ton $63.50/ton

Mesa Materials                                           $60.00/ton $77.00/ton

All Rock Supply NO BID NO BID

Mesa Materials                                           $63.00/ton $80.00/ton

All Rock Supply NO BID NO BID

Payson Concrete & Materials                                                        

Mesa Materials                                                                     

All Rock Supply

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge

$7.00 per mile beyond 608 E. Hwy 

260, Payson                                                                      

$.025 per ton/mile from 608 E. Hwy 

260 to final destination                                            

$2.00 per mile beyond 608 E. Hwy. 

260, Payson

Payson Concrete & Materials                                                        

Mesa Materials                                                                     

All Rock Supply

$7.00 per mile beyond 608 E. Hwy 

260, Payson                                                                      

$.025 per ton/mile from 608 E. Hwy 

260 to final destination                                            

$2.00 per mile beyond 608 E. Hwy. 

260, Payson

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge

Payson Concrete & Materials                                            

PAYSON PLANT
$63.00/ton $65.50/ton

Mesa Materials                                           $5.00/ton $21.25/ton

All Rock Supply $15.75/ton $21.50/ton

Payson Concrete & Materials                                            

PAYSON PLANT
$13.50/ton $15.50/ton

Payson Concrete & Materials                                                        

Mesa Materials                                                                     

All Rock Supply

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge

$7.00 per mile beyond 608 E. Hwy 

260, Payson                                                                      

$.025 per ton/mile from 608 E. Hwy 

260 to final destination                                            

$2.00 per mile beyond 608 E. Hwy. 

260, Payson



BID RESULTS TIMBER REGION
Cold Mix-

Mod 1/2"
FOB Plant

Cold Mix-

Mod 1/2"  

Delivered 

to

608 E. Hwy. 

260, Payson

 

 

All Rock Supply $115.00/ton $130.00/ton

Payson Concrete & Materials                                                        

Mesa Materials                                                                     

All Rock Supply

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge                                         

Delivery Charge

$7.00 per mile beyond 608 E. Hwy 

260, Payson                                                                      

$.025 per ton/mile from 608 E. Hwy 

260 to final destination                                            

$2.00 per mile beyond 608 E. Hwy. 

260, Payson

Payson Concrete & Materials                                            

PAYSON PLANT
NO BID NO BID

Mesa Materials                                           $91.20/ton $107.45/ton



 













































































































































































































































































 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office “approval as to form” of contract or agreement. 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the contract or agreement attached to this 

agenda item and has determined that it is in its proper form and  is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to the public agency requesting the County 

Attorney’s Office review.   

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office 
“Approval as to Form” Review 

 
 
  The Gila County Attorney’s Office is often called upon to review contracts and 
other agreements between public entities represented by the County Attorney and 
private vendors, contractors, and individuals.   
 
 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews these contracts 
to see that they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means 
that the contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific 
legislative requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public 
agency.  It does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports 
the policy objectives contained in the contract.  That approval is solely the province 
of the public agency through its elected body.    
 
 The public agency or department submitting the contract for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the contract in order to completely understand 
its obligations under the contract if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s 
board.  This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the contract 
as to form, the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the 
capacity to actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County 
Attorney’s Office does not monitor contract compliance.  Hence the public entity or 



submitting department will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A 
thorough knowledge of the provisions of the contract will be necessary to monitor 
compliance. 

 
 Before signing a contract “approved as to form,” the County Attorney’s Office 
will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about the contract.  It is 
the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the contract for 
review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the contract 
to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the contract for review.  
Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office review of 
the contract because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of greatest 
concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the agency does 
have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County Attorney’s Office to 
meaningfully review the agreement.   

 



   

ARF-1656     Consent Agenda Item      3- A             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Robert Gould, Community
Development Division Director

Submitted By: Beverly Valenzuela, Executive
Administrative Assistant, Community
Development Division

Department: Community Development Division Division: Community Development Administration

Information
Request/Subject
Approval of Delegation Agreement No. EV12-0053 between the Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality, Gila County Community Development Division, and Gila County Health and Emergency
Services Division.

Background Information
On October 9, 2007, Gila County approved Delegation Agreement No. 06-0020 between Gila County
Community Development Division, Gila County Health and Services Division and the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) to delegate functions of ADEQ statutes, rules and policies
for water quality and solid waste management functions and duties for the period 30 days after ADEQ
approves said contract to June 30, 2011.  On June 26, 2012, Gila County approved the extension of the
Delegation Agreement No. 06-0020 until June 30, 2013, or the effective date of the new agreement,
whatever occurs first.

Evaluation
Th Community Development Division-Wastewater Department provides soil evaluation oversight, on-site
wastewater system plan review, permitting and construction inspections, sewage and gray water
complaint inspections, and public health hazard mitigation.  The Community Development
Division-Wastewater Department also provides contractor services, training oversight as specified in
Gila County Ordinance No. 01-2.

Conclusion
This agreement delegates the execution of the ADEQ statutes, rules and policies for water quality and
solid waste management functions and duties to Gila County and allows Gila County to serve its
residents directly and receive permit fees for services provided.

Unless otherwise stated, term of agreement is effective 30 days after written notice of ADEQ's decision to
enter into this agreement and shall expire on June 30, 2050. If a new Agreement is not executed by that
date, ADEQ and the Local Authorities (LA) may agree to extend this Agreement by filing an amendment
in accordance with Section L of Agreement.

Recommendation
Community Development Division Director Robert Gould, and Health and Emergency Services Division
Director Michael O'Driscoll recommend that the Board of Supervisors approve Delegation Agreement No.
EV12-0053 between Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ), Gila County Community
Development Division, and Gila County Health and Emergency Services Division which will allow Gila
County to continue providing water quality and solid waste management functions and duties to the
residents of Gila County.

Suggested Motion
Approval of Delegation Agreement No. EV12-0053 between the Gila County Community Development



Approval of Delegation Agreement No. EV12-0053 between the Gila County Community Development
Division, Gila County Health and Emergency Services Division and the Arizona Department of
Environmental Quality (ADEQ) to delegate function of ADEQ statutes, rules and policies for water
quality and solid waste management functions and duties effective 30 days after
ADEQ approval/signature through June 30, 2050. 

Attachments
Letter from ADEQ dated August 24, 2012
Delegation Agreement EV12-0053
Extension for Delegation Agreement 06-0020
ARS 11-952 Intergovernmental agreement
ARS 11-1081 Standards for delegation
Legal Explanation













































































 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D). 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).   

 

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 

Agreement (IGA) Review 
 

 

  A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that  

 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 

procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 

submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 

procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 

proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 

the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 

unit. 

 

 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 

they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 

contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 

requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 

does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 

objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 

agency through its elected body.    



 

 Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 

executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 

the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 

requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 

executed. 

  

 Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 

properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 

applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 

extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 

agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 

by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 

wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 

in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 

action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 

directed to the County Attorney’s Office. 

 

 Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 

“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 

approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 

person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 

the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 

of payment.”  

 

 The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 

responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 

obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  

This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 

the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 

actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 

does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 

will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 

the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance. 

 

 Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 

Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 

the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 

IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 

IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 

review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 

review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 

greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 

agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 

Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.   

 



   

ARF-1707     Consent Agenda Item      3- B             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Peter Cahill,
Superior Court
Judge

Submitted By: Coleen Stevens, Administrative
Assistant, Superior Court

Department: Superior Court Division: Superior Court Administration

Information
Request/Subject
2013-2014 Re-Appointment of Superior Court Judges Pro Tempore

Background Information
Gary Scales was appointed as full-time Judge Pro Tempore on May 1, 2010, to prepare
for the retirement of Judge Peter DeNinno in July 2010, and he has served since that
time. Currently he is assigned minor dependency, child support enforcement, criminal
and domestic relations cases, though he also handles other matters as needed.  Judge
Scales' regular full-time salary is included in the County General Fund budget for the
current fiscal year and will be requested for FY 2014.

Judith Joseph was appointed on January 1, 2013, to fill the post vacated by Judge
Peter J. DeNinno.  Ms. Joseph's appointment as a Judge Pro Tempore, is on a very
limited, "as needed" basis.

Evaluation
Gary Scales was appointed as a full-time Judge Pro Tempore on May 1, 2010.  Judge
Scales' regular full-time salary is included in the County General Fund budget for the
current fiscal year.  His services are necessary for the court to process cases in a
timely manner.  The County receives reimbursement from the State of 2/3 of the time
he spends on child support enforcement cases.

Judith Joseph was appointed on January 1, 2013, to fill the post vacated by Judge
Peter J. DeNinno. Ms. Joseph's appointment as a Judge Pro Tempore, is on a very
limited, "as needed" basis, and funding is included in the County General Fund
budget for the current fiscal year.  Her services are necessary on occasion for the
court to process cases in a timely manner.

Conclusion
The Court requires Board of Supervisors' approval for the reappointment of Judge
Gary V. Scales and Judge Judith A. Joseph as Judges Pro Tempore for the period of
July 1, 2013 until June 30, 2014, for the court to process cases in a timely manner.

Recommendation
Recommend that the Board of Supervisors approve Presiding Judge Peter J. Cahill's



Recommend that the Board of Supervisors approve Presiding Judge Peter J. Cahill's
reappointment of Judge Gary V. Scales as full-time Judge Pro Tempore, and Judge
Judith A. Joseph as Judge Pro Tempore (on an as needed basis), for the Superior
Court in Gila County for the period of July 1, 2013, through June 30, 2014.

Suggested Motion
Approval of the reappointments of Judge Gary V. Scales and Judge Judith A.
Joseph as Judges Pro Tempore for the Superior Court in Gila County for the period of
July 1, 2013, through June 30, 2014.

Attachments
MEMO TO BOS
2014 APPROVAL JUDGE SCALES
2014 APPROVAL JUDGE JOSEPH





  

 

 

 

 

APPROVAL OF APPOINTMENT OF JUDGE PRO TEMPORE 

 

 

 The Presiding Judge of the Superior Court in Gila County has 

requested the appointment of Gary V. Scales as a Judge Pro Tempore in 

Superior Court in Gila County for the period of July 1, 2013 to June 30, 

2014, pursuant to A.R.S. §§ 12-141 through 12-144(B) for the purpose of 

enhancing the court's ability to process cases.  Gary V. Scales was appointed 

by Presiding Judge Peter Cahill, as a full-time Superior Court Judge Pro 

Tempore, on April 1, 2010. 

 NOW, THEREFORE, be it known that the Gila County Board of 

Supervisors approves such appointment. 

 DATED this        day of ______________, 2013. 

 

 GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

 

 

 

 By:    ____________________________  

 Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 



  

 

 

 

 

APPROVAL OF APPOINTMENT OF JUDGE PRO TEMPORE 

 

 

 The Presiding Judge of the Superior Court in Gila County has 

requested the appointment of JUDITH A. JOSEPH as a part-time Judge 

Pro Tempore in Superior Court in Gila County for the period of June 30, 

2013, to July 1, 2014, pursuant to A.R.S. §§ 12-141 through 12-144(B) for 

the purpose of enhancing the court's ability to process cases. Judith Joseph’s 

primary duty station is Payson, Arizona, to serve on an “as needed” basis. 

 NOW, THEREFORE, be it known that the Gila County Board of 

Supervisors approves such appointment. 

 DATED this        day of ______________, 2013. 

 

GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

 

 

 

 By:   _________________________  

  Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 

 



   

ARF-1709     Consent Agenda Item      3- C             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Kendall Rhyne,
Chief Probation
Officer

Submitted By: Sylvia Hernandez, Probation Officer
Manager, Superior Court

Department: Superior Court Division: Probation Department
Fiscal Year: FY 2012-2013 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

07/01/2012 -
06/30/2013

Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

Yes Fund?: New

Information
Request/Subject
Approval to Adopt Resolution No. 13-03-01 for Probation Dept. Family Counseling
Program

Background Information
On June 26, 2012, the Board of Supervisors adopted Resolution No. 12-06-03 which
allowed the Gila County Probation Department's continued participation in the Family
Counseling Program through the Arizona Supreme Court, Administrative Office of the
Courts, Juvenile Justice Services Division.

Evaluation
The Gila County Probation Department has received notification that additional funds
in the amount of $1,000.00 are available through the Arizona Supreme Court,
Administrative Office of the Courts, Juvenile Justice Services Division for FY
2012-2013 providing that the Board of Supervisors adopt a resolution which approves
the County's match funding requirement of $250.00.

Conclusion
The monies for this program provide services for strengthening family relationships
and prevention of juvenile delinquency.

Recommendation
The Gila County Probation Department recommends the adoption of Board Resolution
13-03-01 authorizing the County's funding match requirement of $250.00 in order to
receive $1,000.00 of additional FY 2012-2013 Family Counseling Program funding
from the Arizona Supreme Court, Administrative Office of the Courts, Juvenile Justice
Services Division.

Suggested Motion
Approval to adopt Resolution 13-03-01 authorizing the County's funding match



Approval to adopt Resolution 13-03-01 authorizing the County's funding match
requirement of $250 in order for the Gila County Probation Department to receive
$1,000 of additional FY 2012-2013 Family Counseling Program funding from the
Arizona Supreme Court, Administrative Office of the Courts, Juvenile Justice Services
Division.

Attachments
Resolution No. 13-03-01
Resolution No. 12-06-03



RESOLUTION NO. 13-03-01

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF GILA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA AUTHORIZING A MATCH FUND 
REQUIREMENT OF $250.00 TO BE PROVIDED BY THE COUNTY IN 
ORDER FOR THE GILA COUNTY PROBATION DEPARTMENT TO 
RECEIVE ADDITIONAL FAMILY COUNSELING PROGRAM FUNDS 
FOR FY 2012-2013 IN THE AMOUNT OF $1,000.00 FROM THE 
ARIZONA SUPREME COURT, ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE 
COURTS, JUVENILE JUSTICE SERVICES DIVISION.

WHEREAS, on June 26, 2012, the Board of Supervisors adopted Resolution No. 12-06-03 
which allowed the Gila County Probation Department’s continued participation in the Family 
Counseling Program through the Arizona Supreme Court, Administrative Office of the Courts, 
Juvenile Justice Services Division; and 

WHEREAS, the Probation Department has received notification that additional funds in the 
amount of $1,000.00 are available through the Arizona Supreme Court, Administrative Office of 
the Courts, Juvenile Justice Services Division for FY 2012-2013 providing that the Board of 
Supervisors adopt a resolution which approves the County’s match funding requirement of 
$250.00.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Gila County Board of Supervisors hereby 
authorizes the County’s funding match requirement of $250.00 in order to receive $1,000.00 of 
additional FY 2012-2013 Family Counseling Program funding from the Arizona Supreme Court, 
Administrative Office of the Courts, Juvenile Justice Services Division.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 19th day of March 2013, at Globe, Gila County, Arizona

Attest: GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

_______________________________ _______________________________
Marian Sheppard Michael A. Pastor, Chairman
Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board

Approved as to form:

______________________________
Bryan Chambers
Deputy Attorney Principal





   

ARF-1719     Consent Agenda Item      3- D             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Steve Stratton,
Public Works
Division
Director

Submitted By: Shannon Boyer, Executive
Administrative Asst., Public Works
Division

Department: Public Works Division

Information
Request/Subject
Greater Arizona Bicycling Association, Inc. (GABA, Inc.) Gila County Courthouse
Parking Lot Use Request, May 4 & 5, 2013

Background Information
In the past, Gila County has allowed the Courthouse parking area to be used for a
rest stop for bicycle riders. Prior to the use of the Courthouse parking lot, GABA has
met all Gila County requirements by filling out and submitting the required
paperwork.  To date, no issues or incidents have occurred.  GABA also orders a
Port-a-John from local vendors to be used for the rest stop.

Evaluation
This is a public event with local participation and by allowing the Courthouse parking
lot to be used for a rest stop, it shows goodwill and support of this community event.

Conclusion
Copies of the Request of Use Letter, Building Use Application Form, Waiver of Liability
for Use of Facilities, and Certificate of Insurance have been submitted and are
attached to this agenda item.

Recommendation
Public Works recommends that the Board give permission for GABA, Inc. to use the
Courthouse parking area as a rest stop on May 4 & 5, 2013.

Suggested Motion
Approval of a request by the Greater Arizona Bicycling Association, Inc. to use the
Gila County Courthouse parking area in Globe as a rest stop for a bike race on May 4
& 5, 2013.

Attachments
Request of Use Letter 2013
Building Use Application Form Signed 2-13-13
Waiver of Liability for Use of Facilities Signed 3-12-13
Certificate of Insurance 2-1-13











   

ARF-1686     Consent Agenda Item      3- E             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Barbara Valencia, WIA
Department Program
Manager

Submitted By: Barbara Valencia, WIA Department
Program Manager, Community Services
Division

Department: Community Services Division Division: WIA Department
Fiscal Year: Program Year 2012 - 2013 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

July 1, 2012 - June 1, 2013 Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Renewal

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment No. 1 to Contract No. Gila 10101 between Gila County and Central Arizona College.

Background Information
Under Title 1 of the Workforce Investment Act (WIA), the Workforce Investment System provides the
framework for delivery of workforce investment activities to youth who need those services through the
WIA One-Stop Service Delivery System.  These services will be provided in accordance with Federal and
State regulations and the most current Local Area Plan. 

On June 29, 2012, the Board of Supervisors approved the original Contract No. 10101.

Evaluation
Section 5.  Manner of Financing - Compensation is amended to read.

The contract reimbursement maximum for all services provided during the term of the contract is as
follows:

Youth Program Year 2011   $144,883.00
Youth Program Year 2012   $630,336.00
Youth Total                         $775,219.00

Total number of participants to be served for the period of July 1, 2012 through June 30, 2013 is 172.

Conclusion
Additional dollars have been added to Section 5 Manner of Financing to reflect an increase from
$630,336 to $775,219 in Contract Amendment No. 1 between Gila County and Central Arizona College.

Recommendation
Recommendation to approve Contract Amendment No. 1 between Gila County and Central Arizona
College to allow for the continued provision of youth services in Gila and Pinal Counties.  Contract
Amendment No. 1 is increased from $630,336 to $775,219.

Suggested Motion
Approval of Amendment No. 1 to Contract No. Gila 10101 between Gila County and Central Arizona
College to increase the contract amount from $630,336 to $775,219 which will allow for the continued
provision of Workforce Investment Act Youth Services for the Gila-Pinal Workforce Investment Area.

Attachments



Amendment NO. 1 Contract 10101
Central Arizona College Original Contract
Legal Explanation































 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D). 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).   

 

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 

Agreement (IGA) Review 
 

 

  A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that  

 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 

procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 

submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 

procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 

proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 

the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 

unit. 

 

 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 

they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 

contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 

requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 

does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 

objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 

agency through its elected body.    



 

 Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 

executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 

the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 

requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 

executed. 

  

 Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 

properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 

applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 

extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 

agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 

by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 

wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 

in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 

action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 

directed to the County Attorney’s Office. 

 

 Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 

“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 

approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 

person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 

the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 

of payment.”  

 

 The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 

responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 

obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  

This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 

the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 

actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 

does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 

will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 

the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance. 

 

 Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 

Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 

the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 

IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 

IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 

review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 

review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 

greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 

agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 

Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.   

 



   

ARF-1704     Consent Agenda Item      3- F             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Malissa Buzan,
CAP/Housing Services
Manager

Submitted By: Cecilia Bejarano, Executive
Administrative Assistant, Community
Services Division

Department: Community Services Division Division: Comm. Action Program/Housing Servs.
Fiscal Year: 2013-2014 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

July 1, 2013 - June 30,
2014

Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: New

Information
Request/Subject
Pinal-Gila Council for Senior Citizens, Area Agency On Aging, Region V Request for Proposal (RFP) No.
2014-01-13

Background Information
Incorporated in 1974, the Pinal-Gila Council for Senior Citizens (PGCSC) is a non-profit organization
designated as the Area Agency on Aging for Region V, which includes Pinal and Gila counties.  PGCSC's
mission is to assist seniors and persons with disabilities to achieve and maintain self sufficiency and
dignity by providing a wide range of community and home-based services.  They also represent the
interests of the elderly and act to advocate for change in public and private attitudes, policies, and
regulations.

Gila County has entered into a contract with PGCSC for the past six (6) years to provide services to
eligible citizens residing in Gila County.

Evaluation
If a contract is awarded to Gila County Housing Services by PGCSC in the requested amount of $6,320,
the funds will be used to provide minor home repair to eligible citizens residing in Gila County.

Gila County will target those residents aged 60 or over or those under 60 who have a disability.  The
program will be designed to assist persons who do not have the resources and/or family or friends to
assist them with minor home repairs.

Conclusion
It is important for the Gila County Board of Supervisors to approve the submission of a response to
Pinal-Gila Council for Senior Citizens, Area Agency on Aging, Region V Request for Proposal (RFP) No.
2014-01-13 which, if awarded, will provide funding in the amount of $6,320 to be used for minor home
repair to eligible citizens residing in Gila County.

Recommendation
The Gila County Community Action, Housing Services Manager recommends that the Board of
Supervisors authorize Gila County Housing Services to submit a response to Request for Proposal (RFP)
No. 2014-01-13.

If grant funding is awarded to Gila County, the Board of Supervisors will be presented with a contract
for review and approval at a future Board meeting.

Suggested Motion
Approval for Gila County Community Services, Housing Services, to submit a response to Request for



Approval for Gila County Community Services, Housing Services, to submit a response to Request for
Proposal No. 2014-01-13 issued by the Pinal-Gila Council for Senior Citizens (PGCSC), Area Agency on
Aging, Region V, for PGCSC to allocate funding in the amount of $6,320 to Gila County which will be
used to provide minor home repairs to eligible citizens residing in Gila County for the period July 1,
2013, through June 30, 2014.

Attachments
PGCSC App 2013 RFP # 2014-01-13











































































































































































































































































































   

ARF-1717     Consent Agenda Item      3- G             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Michael O'Driscoll, Health & Emergency
Services Division Director

Submitted By: Lorraine Dalrymple
Health Services Program Manager
Health & Emergency Services Division

Department: Health & Emergency Services Division Division: Health Services
Fiscal Year: 2013 - 2017 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

1/1/2013 - 12/31/2017 Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Replacement

Information
Request/Subject
Intergovernmental Agreement Contract No. ADHS13-041539 replacing Intergovermental Agreement Contract No.
HG854284 with the Arizona Department of Health Services for the Gila County Health Services Department to
operate an immunization program. 

Background Information
Intergovernmental Agreement Contract No. HG854284, allowing the Gila County Health Department
to provide immunizations was approved by the Board of Supervisors on February 26, 2008, and it expired on
December 31, 2012. The new Intergovernmental Agreement Contract No. ADHS13-041539 replaces the
expired contract and will allow the Gila County Health Department to continue to operate an immunization program
for the residents of Gila County from January 1, 2013, to December 31, 2017.

Evaluation
By continuing with our immunization program, the Health Department can continue to administer the Vaccines for
Children Programs (VFC) and all publicly-purchased vaccines; assess and improve immunization coverage levels;
assure access to vaccines for eligible populations in Gila County; and prevent and control vaccine preventable
diseases.

Conclusion
It is important that this Intergovernmental Agreement be approved by the Board of Supervisors in order to allow
the Gila County Health Department to continue to operate the Immunization Program for the residents of Gila
County.

Recommendation
It is the recommendation of the Director of the Division of Health and Emergency Services that the Board of
Supervisors approve the Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. ADHS13-041539) with the Arizona Department
of Health Services on a fee for service basis for the period of January 1, 2013, through December 31, 2017.

Suggested Motion
Approval of an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. ADHS13-041539) between Gila County and the Arizona
Department of Health Services on a fee for service basis which will allow the Gila County Health Department to
continue to provide Immunization Program services for the period of January 1, 2013, through December 31, 2017.

Attachments
Replacement contract
Original Contract 2008-2012
Legal Explanation

























































































































































 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D). 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).   

 

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 

Agreement (IGA) Review 
 

 

  A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that  

 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 

procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 

submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 

procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 

proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 

the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 

unit. 

 

 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 

they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 

contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 

requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 

does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 

objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 

agency through its elected body.    



 

 Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 

executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 

the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 

requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 

executed. 

  

 Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 

properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 

applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 

extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 

agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 

by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 

wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 

in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 

action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 

directed to the County Attorney’s Office. 

 

 Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 

“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 

approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 

person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 

the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 

of payment.”  

 

 The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 

responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 

obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  

This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 

the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 

actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 

does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 

will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 

the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance. 

 

 Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 

Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 

the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 

IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 

IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 

review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 

review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 

greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 

agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 

Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.   

 



   

ARF-1718     Consent Agenda Item      3- H             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Paula Horn, Deputy Director of
Prevention Services

Submitted By: Paula Horn, Deputy Director of
Prevention Services, Health &
Emergency Services Division

Department: Health & Emergency Services Division Division: Prevention Services
Fiscal Year: 2012-2013 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

07-01-12 through 6-30-2017 Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Replacement

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment No. 1 to Intergovernmental Agreement Contract No. ADHS13-031248 with Arizona Department of
Health Services.

Background Information
The original Intergovernmental Agreement Contract No. ADHS13-031248, allowing the Gila County Health
Department to provide HIV Prevention Program Services, was approved by the Board of Supervisors on December 4,
2012, in the amount of $4,561.  The contract period is from July 1, 2012, through June 30, 2017.  

Amendment No. 1 changes the Scope of Work as outlined in the original Contract No. ADHS13-031248, effective
October 1, 2012.  The changes are to delete in its entirety, Scope of Work page sixteen, additional prevention
program elements items one, two three four and five.

Evaluation
By continuing to provide the HIV Prevention Services Program, the Health Department will continue to provide HIV
education, testing, counseling, risk assessment, and risk reduction to motivate and raise awareness of the steps
needed to help protect the health of Gila County residents.

Conclusion
Approval of Amendment No. 1 to Intergovernmental Agreement Contract No. ADHS13-031248 will allow the Gila
County Health Department to continue to provide the HIV prevention services to the residents of Gila County.

Recommendation
It is the recommendation of the Director of Health and Emergency Services that the Board of Supervisors approve
Amendment No. 1 to Intergovernmental Agreement Contract No. ADHS13-031248 between Gila County and the
Arizona Department of Health Services in the amount of $4,561 to continue to provide HIV prevention services for
the period of July 1, 2012, through June 30, 2017.

Suggested Motion
Approval of Amendment No. 1 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. ADHS13-031248) between Gila
County and the Arizona Department of Health Services changing the Scope of Work section of the contract effective
October 1, 2012, to provide HIV Prevention Program services through June 30, 2017.

Attachments
Amendment No. 1
Original Contract
IGA Legal Explanation
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT (IGA) AMENDMENT 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH SERVICES 

1740 W. Adams, Room 303 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

(602) 542-1040 
(602) 542-1741 Fax 

 

Contract No: ADHS13-031248 
 

Amendment No. 1 
Procurement Specialist 

Manuel Gonzales 

 
HIV Prevention Program 

 

It is mutually agreed that the Intergovernmental Agreement referenced is amended, effective date of October 1, 2012, as 
follows: 

 

 
1.   Delete in its entirety, Scope of Work Page Sixteen (16), Additional Prevention Program Elements items 

one (1), two (2), three (3), four (4) and five (5). 
 

1. Education to  providers specifically related to  increasing testing, reducing  stigma  and  health 
disparities, improving HIV care and treatment, prevention with positive persons and linkage to 
partner services Gila County Health Department staff shall provide education to those in the 
community who provide services to clients with HIV/AIDS according to the ADHS BTCD approved 
workplan. 

 
2. Condom distribution to populations at risk for HIV infection or transmission per the ADHS BTCD 

approved workplan. 

All other provisions of this agreement remain unchanged. 
 

 
 
Gila County Health & Emergency Services 

 CONTRACTOR SIGNATURE  

Contractor Name 

5515 Apache Dr. Suite 100 
Contractor Authorized Signature 
 
Michael A. Pastor 

Address 
 
Globe Arizona 85501 

Printed Name 
 
 
Chairman of the Board of Supervisors 

City State Zip Title 

CONTRACTOR ATTORNEY SIGNATURE 

Pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952, the undersigned public agency attorney 
has determined that this Intergovernmental Agreement is in proper 
form and is within the powers and authority granted under the laws of 
the State of Arizona. 

 This Intergovernmental Agreement Amendment shall be effective the 
date indicated. The Public Agency is hereby cautioned not to commence 
any billable work or provide any material, service or construction under 
this  IGA  until  the  IGA  has  been  executed  by  an  authorized  ADHS 
signatory. 

State of Arizona 
 

 
Signed this    day of    2013 

 

Signature Date 
Bryan Chambers, Deputy Attorney Principal 

Printed Name Procurement Officer 

Attorney General Contract No. P0012012000033, which is an 
Agreement between public agencies, has been reviewed pursuant to 
A.R.S. § 11-952 by the undersigned Assistant Attorney General, who 
has determined that it is in proper form and is within the powers and 
authority granted under the laws of the State of Arizona. 

  

Signature Date 
Assistant Attorney General 

 
Printed Name: 
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT (IGA) AMENDMENT 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH SERVICES 

1740 W. Adams, Room 303 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

(602) 542-1040 
(602) 542-1741 Fax 

 

Contract No: ADHS13-031248 
 

Amendment No. 1 
Procurement Specialist 

Manuel Gonzales 

 
3. Outreach testing at sites identified within the county; sites and activities will be defined, and 

services provided according to the ADHS approved work plan. 
 

4. Social Marketing for HIV Prevention messages; activities will be described in the ADHS BTCD 
approved workplan. 

 
5. Behavioral Intervention for Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Queer (LGBTQ) youth.   All 

activities will be described in the ADHS BTCD approved workplan.   Monthly progress will be 
tracked using ADHS BTCD approved reporting tools. 















































 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D). 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).   

 

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 

Agreement (IGA) Review 
 

 

  A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that  

 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 

procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 

submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 

procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 

proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 

the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 

unit. 

 

 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 

they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 

contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 

requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 

does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 

objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 

agency through its elected body.    



 

 Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 

executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 

the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 

requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 

executed. 

  

 Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 

properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 

applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 

extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 

agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 

by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 

wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 

in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 

action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 

directed to the County Attorney’s Office. 

 

 Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 

“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 

approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 

person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 

the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 

of payment.”  

 

 The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 

responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 

obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  

This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 

the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 

actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 

does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 

will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 

the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance. 

 

 Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 

Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 

the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 

IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 

IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 

review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 

review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 

greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 

agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 

Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.   

 



   

ARF-1699     Consent Agenda Item      3- I             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Joseph
Heatherly,
Finance Director

Submitted By: Dana Sgroi, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Finance Department
Fiscal Year: 2013-2014 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

04-02-13 to
08-01-14

Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: New

Information
Request/Subject
Request to Advertise Invitation for Bids No. 110812-1 Re-Bid for Chips, ABC, and
Asphalt for Copper Region

Background Information
On December 18, 2012, the Gila County Board of Supervisors authorized a Request to
Advertise for Bids No. 110812 Chips, ABC, Asphalt & Cold Mix for the Copper Region
and the Timber Region.

Invitation for Bids No. 110812 for Chips, ABC, Asphalt and Cold Mix for the Copper
Region and the Timber Region, was advertised in the Arizona Silver Belt on January 2,
2013 and January 9, 2013. All bids were due on January 16, 2013.

Evaluation
Gila County received three sealed bids on January 16, 2013, in response to Invitation
for Bids (IFB) No. 110812 for the purchase of chips, ABC, asphalt and cold mix for the
Copper Region and the Timber Region. Eleven (11) prospective suppliers and two
construction publications were contacted by phone to get the correct email addresses
or mailing address to send out the IFB. Invitation for Bids No. 110812 was emailed
out to all eleven (11) of the suppliers and the two construction publications, as well as
being posted on the Gila County website. 

The Public Works Division Director, Steve Stratton, desires to award the contract for
the purchase of chips, ABC,  and asphalt, for the Timber Region portion, and re-bid
the Copper Region of the IFB based on the pricing that Gila County received from the
three bidders. 

Upon careful review and consideration, the Finance Department concurs that the
Copper Region should go back out for re-bid. After receiving clarification from all three
vendors on the method they used to determine their mileage charge, the pricing that
was submitted for this IFB is higher than what we have previously been paying and
currently are paying. 



Conclusion
The advertisment dates for the re-bid for Invitation to Bid No. 110812-1 will be March
27, 2013, and April 03, 2013, with a new bid due date of April 17, 2013.

Recommendation
The Finance Department and the Public Works Division recommend that the Board of
Supervisors approve the re-advertisement of Invitation for Bid No. 110812-1 for the
purchase of chips, ABC, and asphalt for the Copper Region.

Suggested Motion
Approval to re-advertise an Invitation for Bids (No. 110812-1) for the purchase
of chips, ABC and asphalt for the Copper Region.

Attachments
Request to Advertise 110812-1
Chips, ABC and Asphalt Copper Region Bid No. 110812-1 Re-Bid

















































































   

ARF-1712     Consent Agenda Item      3- J             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Joseph
Heatherly,
Finance
Director

Submitted By:
Dana Sgroi, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Finance Department
Fiscal Year: 2013-2014 Budgeted?: No

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

01-16-13 to
03-15-13

Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: New

Information
Request/Subject
Approval of Amendment No. 1 to Contract No. 011013 with Noble Building L.L.C.

Background Information
On January 16, 2013, Gila County entered into Contract No. 011013
for Weatherization Project No. HH#152-12-03. The contract was for a flat fee
bid amount of $47,385.66. The contract term was from January 16, 2013, to March
15, 2013.

Evaluation
During the course of performing their original scope of work, Noble Building L.L.C.
found damage to the existing roof supports and sheathing, beyond the original scope
of work. The cost to add extra support to the roof structure, which is needed in order
to install the metal roof contained in the original scope of work, is six thousand dollars
($6,000).  Amendment No. 1 has been issued to increase the flat fee bid contract
amount of $47,385.66, by $6,000 for a new total contract amount of $53,385.66.

Conclusion
Due to the Change in Conditions discovered during the course of Noble Building
L.L.C. peforming their original scope of work, the Gila County Office of Community
Services requests authorization to increase the contract amount for Gila County
Contract No. 011013, by $6,000, for a new total contract amount of $53,385.66, for
the additional cost for the extra roof support necessary to complete the original scope
of work. 

Recommendation
Gila County Office of Community Services recommends the Board's approval of



Gila County Office of Community Services recommends the Board's approval of
Amendment No. 1 to Gila County Contract No. 011013, Weatherization Project No.
HH#152-12-03, with Noble Building L.L.C., to increase the original contract amount of
$47,385.66 by $6,000 for a final total contract amount of $53,385.66.

Suggested Motion
Approval of Amendment No. 1 to Gila County Contract No. 011013, Weatherization
Project No. HH#152-12-03, between the Gila County Community Services Division
and Noble Building L.L.C., to increase the contract amount by $6,000, for additional
roof structure support, for a total contract amount of $53,385.66.

Attachments
Amendment 1 to Contract No. 011013
Service Agreement No. 011013 with Noble Building
Legal Explanation





















 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office “approval as to form” of contract or agreement. 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the contract or agreement attached to this 

agenda item and has determined that it is in its proper form and  is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to the public agency requesting the County 

Attorney’s Office review.   

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office 
“Approval as to Form” Review 

 
 
  The Gila County Attorney’s Office is often called upon to review contracts and 
other agreements between public entities represented by the County Attorney and 
private vendors, contractors, and individuals.   
 
 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews these contracts 
to see that they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means 
that the contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific 
legislative requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public 
agency.  It does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports 
the policy objectives contained in the contract.  That approval is solely the province 
of the public agency through its elected body.    
 
 The public agency or department submitting the contract for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the contract in order to completely understand 
its obligations under the contract if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s 
board.  This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the contract 
as to form, the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the 
capacity to actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County 
Attorney’s Office does not monitor contract compliance.  Hence the public entity or 



submitting department will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A 
thorough knowledge of the provisions of the contract will be necessary to monitor 
compliance. 

 
 Before signing a contract “approved as to form,” the County Attorney’s Office 
will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about the contract.  It is 
the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the contract for 
review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the contract 
to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the contract for review.  
Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office review of 
the contract because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of greatest 
concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the agency does 
have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County Attorney’s Office to 
meaningfully review the agreement.   

 



   

ARF-1708     Consent Agenda Item      3- K             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Joseph
Heatherly,
Finance
Director

Submitted By:
Dana Sgroi, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Finance Department

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment No. 2 - U.S.D.A. Forest Service Amendment for Special-Use Authorization

Background Information
On March 14, 2000, the Gila County Board of Supervisors signed a Special Use
Permit that was issued by the  U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Forest Service. 
This permit allows Gila County to operate a landfill in the northern region of the Tonto
National Forest, Payson Ranger District. The permit area covers 57.77 acres and is
called the Buckhead Mesa Landfill.  The permit is set to expire on December 31, 2019.
This permit allows Tonto National Forest, Payson Ranger District, to charge Gila
County $18,998.24 annually. Per the terms of the permit, that amount may be
readjusted whenever necessary to commensurate with the fair market value of the
authorized use.

On November 1, 2011, the Gila County Board of Supervisors approved Amendment
No. 1-Special Use Authorization, which allowed a credit to the annual Gila County
permit charge, for fees incurred by the Forest Service for dumping at the Buckhead
Mesa Landfill. This resulted in a $318.62 savings to Gila County on the 2012 annual
permit charge.

Amendment No. 1 expired December 31, 2012. Amendment No. 2-Special Use
Authorization will serve to continue the year end credit to Gila County for fees
incurred by the Forest Service at the Buckhead Mesa Landfill. Amendment No. 2 will
expire on December 31, 2019, concurrent with the permit expiration date.

Evaluation
The arrangement works well for both agencies. Amendment No. 1, Special-Use
Authorization, expired December 31, 2012.  Amendment No. 2, Special-Use
Authorization, is being presented to the Board of Supervisors so we may continue this
practice of crediting Gila County's annual permit fee by the amount of dumping fees
incurred by the Tonto National Forest, Payson Ranger District, each year until
the Special Use Permit expires on December 31, 2019.

Conclusion
Amendment No. 2 will serve to reduce the annual permit fee charged to Gila County,



Amendment No. 2 will serve to reduce the annual permit fee charged to Gila County,
by the annual dumping fees charged to the Tonto National Forest, Payson Ranger
District, thereby eliminating the need for the Forest Service to send Gila County a
check each month.

On November 1, 2011, the Gila County Board of Supervisors approved Amendment
No. 1-Special Use Authorization, which allowed the fees incurred by the Forest
Service to dump at the Buckhead Mesa Landfill to be credited back to Gila County on
the annual invoice. This resulted in a $318.62 savings to Gila County on the 2012
annual permit charge.
 

Recommendation
Gila County Public Works recommends authorization of the Chairman's signature on
USDA Forest Service Special Use Authorization Amendment No. 2, to allow the Forest
Service to dump at the Buckhead Mesa Landfill and use that tipping fee as a credit on
the Landfill annual special use permit fee at year end, until the end of the Special Use
Permit on December 31, 2019.

Suggested Motion
Authorization of the Chairman's signature on U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest
Service Amendment No. 2 for Special-Use Authorization which will expire on
December 31, 2019, concurrent with the permit expiration date, with regard to
the Forest Service dumping fees at the Buckhead Mesa Landfill.

Attachments
USDA Special Use Authorization Amendment #2
USDA Special Use Authorization Amendment #1
Special Use Permit signed March 2000
Legal Explanation



Auth ID: PAY41 

Contact ID: CHRISTENSEN,RA 

Use Code: 341 

FS-2700-23 (v. 10/09) 

OMB No. 0596-0082 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

FOREST SERVICE 

AMENDMENT 

FOR  

SPECIAL-USE AUTHORIZATION  

Amendment#: 2 

 

This amendment is attached to and made a part of the special use authorization for Buckhead Mesa 

Landfill issued to GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS on 03/02/2000 which is hereby 

amended as follows:  

The Forest Service will be allowed to dump at the landfill and will be extended a fee credit at the 

landfill in the amount of the annual landfill bill.  During the billing cycle, the landfill bill will be 
reduced by the amount of fee credit used by the Forest Service throughout the year.  For 

example, if the Forest service uses $2,000 in dumping fees, the bill for the landfill will be reduced 

by $2,000. 

Forest Service dumping credit will not exceed the amount of the annual Landfill bill.  
Additionally, receipts/tickets will be provided by the Landfill to the Forest Service employee at 

the time of dumping and monthly tracking will occur.    

This amendment will expire 12/31/2019 concurrent with permit expiration.   

 

This Amendment is accepted subject to the conditions set forth herein, and to conditions to attached 

hereto and made a part of this Amendment.  
 

 

Gila County Board of Supervisors                               U.S. Department of Agriculture 

                                                                                      Forest Service      

  

 

Holder Neil Bosworth  

 Forest Supervisor  

Date  Date  
 

 
ATTEST:                                                       APPROVED AS TO FORM:    
Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk                      Bryan B. Chambers, Deputy Attorney Principal 

 



According to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, an agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a 

person is not required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control 

number. The valid OMB control number for this information collection is 0596-0082. The time 

required to complete this information collection is estimated to average one (1) hour per response, 

including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and 

maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information.  

 

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs and 

activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, and where applicable, sex, marital 

status, familial status, parental status, religion, sexual orientation, genetic information, political 

beliefs, reprisal, or because all or part of an individual's income is derived from any public assistance. 

(Not all prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require alternative 

means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, audiotape, etc.) should contact 

USDA's TARGET Center at 202-720-2600 (voice and TDD).  

 

To file a complaint of discrimination, write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 

Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 20250-9410 or call toll free (866) 632-9992 (voice). 

TDD users can contact USDA through local relay or the Federal relay at (800) 877-8339 (TDD) or 

(866) 377-8642 (relay voice). USDA is an equal opportunity provider and employer. 

 

The Privacy Act of 1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a) and the Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) govern 

the confidentiality to be provided for information received by the Forest Service. 

 

 

 

 





























 

 

GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY 
Bradley D. Beauchamp 

 

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D). 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

 The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).   

 

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 

Agreement (IGA) Review 
 

 

  A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that  

 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 

procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 

submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 

procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 

proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 

the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 

unit. 

 

 In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 

they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 

contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 

requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 

does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 

objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 

agency through its elected body.    



 

 Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 

executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 

the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 

requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 

executed. 

  

 Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 

properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 

applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 

extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 

agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 

by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 

wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 

in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 

action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 

directed to the County Attorney’s Office. 

 

 Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 

“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 

approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 

person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 

the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 

of payment.”  

 

 The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 

responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 

obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  

This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 

the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 

actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 

does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 

will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 

the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance. 

 

 Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 

Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 

the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 

IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 

IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 

review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 

review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 

greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 

agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 

Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.   

 



   

ARF-1682     Consent Agenda Item      3- L             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Submitted For: Jessica
Courtney,
Go-Kart Club
Secretary

Submitted By:
Linda Rodriguez, Administrative
Manager, County Manager

Department: County Manager

Information
Request/Subject
Gila Monsters Go-Kart Racing Club's request to use the Go-Kart Racing track at the
Gila County Fairgrounds for the period of April 1, 2013, through September 22, 2013,
with a waiver of fees. 

Background Information
The Gila Monster Go-Kart Racing Club is a non-profit organization of volunteers for
the young children and teenagers in our community who have a passion for racing.
The 2013 season is the Gila Monsters Go-Kart Club's 17th season of racing in the
area. The racing season commences the week of April, with the final race of the season
during the weekend of the Gila County Fair, September 2013.

The Gila Monsters Go-Kart Club provides their own insurance through Tag Racing
International; a volunteer paramedic from one of the local fire stations is present for
medical emergencies during all races.

The Gila Monsters Go-Kart Racing Club pays for the electrical services year round at
the Fairgrounds' Go-Kart Racing track.

The 2013 Board members are as follows: President Jason Wood; Vice-President
Matthew Mabitt;Secretary Jessica Courtne;Treasurer Debra Blair.

Evaluation
The Gila Monsters Go-Kart Club provides a clean atmosphere for young children and
teenagers to be involved in fun entertainment in the community. 

Conclusion
The request to use the Fairgrounds' Go-Kart Track, with a waiver of fees, should be
approved for the 2013 Gila Monsters Go-Kart Racing season.

Recommendation
The recommendation is to approve the Gila Monster Go-Kart Club's request.

Suggested Motion
Approval of Gila Monsters Go-Kart Club's request to use the Go-Kart Track at the



Approval of Gila Monsters Go-Kart Club's request to use the Go-Kart Track at the
Fairgrounds for the period of April 1, 2013, through September 22, 2013, with a
waiver of fees. 

Attachments
Gila Monster Go-Kart Racing F.G. Application
Go-Kart Schedule for 2013
Gila Monster Go-Kart Waiver Letter
Go-Kart Certificate of Insurance













   

ARF-1701       3- M             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Reporting
Period:

Recorder's Office Monthly Report for January 2013

Submitted For: Sadie Dalton Submitted By: Sadie Dalton,
Recorder,
Recorder's
Office

Information
Subject
Recorder's Office Monthly Report for January 2013

Suggested Motion
Acknowledgment of the January 2013 monthly activity report submitted by the
Recorder's Office.

Attachments
Recorder's January 2013 Monthly Report



















   

ARF-1737     Consent Agenda Item      3- N             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 03/19/2013  

Reporting
Period:

February and March 2013

Submitted By: Marian Sheppard, Chief
Deputy Clerk, BOS, Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors

Information
Subject
02-26-13 and 03-05-13 BOS Meeting Minutes

Suggested Motion
Approval of the February 26, 2013, and the March 5, 2013, BOS meeting minutes.

Attachments
02-26-13 BOS Meeting Minutes
03-05-13 BOS Meeting Minutes



BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MINUTES 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
Date:  February 26, 2013 
 
MICHAEL A. PASTOR                                              JOHN F. NELSON 
Chairman Clerk of the Board 
 
TOMMIE C. MARTIN By: Marian Sheppard 
Vice-Chairman                                                              Chief Deputy Clerk 
 
JOHN D. MARCANTI                                                    Gila County Courthouse 
Member Globe, Arizona                                       
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PRESENT:  Michael A. Pastor, Chairman;, Tommie C. Martin, Vice-Chairman 
(via ITV); John D. Marcanti, Supervisor; Don McDaniel, Jr., County Manager; 
John Nelson, Deputy County Manager/Clerk; Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy 
Clerk; and Bryan Chambers, Deputy Attorney Principal. 
 
Item 1 – Call to Order – Pledge of Allegiance 
 
The Gila County Board of Supervisors met in a work session at 10:00 a.m. this 
date in the Board of Supervisors hearing room.  John Nelson led the Pledge of 
Allegiance.   
 
Item 2 - REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS: 
 
2A.  Information/Discussion regarding planned implementation of phase 
III security measures at the Globe Courthouse and the Payson Court 
Office Building.  
 
County Manager Don McDaniel stated that Berthan DeNero, Human Resources 
Department Director, was not present at today’s meeting as she is serving jury 
duty.  He advised that the Courthouse Security Project commenced in March 
2011, and at that time the Courthouse Security Committee was formed to 
evaluate security needs of the Globe Courthouse and Payson Court Office 
Building.  There are 3 phases to this project and phase II has just been 
completed.  Phase 3 of this project will be to purchase equipment such as x-ray 
machines, wands and magnetometers, and it also includes the cost to hire 
security officers for the Courthouse building.  Steve Stratton, Public Works 
Division Director, reviewed some drawings on the Smart Board and illustrated 
the proposed security measures at the Globe Courthouse, as follows:  First 
Floor/Lower Level - 1) A metal building would be constructed outside of the 
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Justice of the Peace (J.P.) Office, which would be used as a waiting area for 
those people awaiting a court hearing.  2) On the first floor of the Courthouse, 
certain outside doors would be programmed for entrance/exit with an 
electronic key card.  The key cards could be programmed for each employee 
that has been issued a key card to vary their access to the Courthouse building 
during certain hours and days of the week.  3) During emergencies these doors 
could programmed to automatically lock.  4) The south elevator would only be 
used for prisoner transport and use by employees of the County Attorney’s 
Office, Clerk of the Court’s Office and judges.  5) The elevators can also be 
programmed to stop at certain floors.  Second Floor/Courthouse Main 
Entrance – 1) There are 2 main doors that enter the second floor.  The door 
closest to the Recorder’s Office would be used as a public entrance.  That door 
would have 2 security officers and a magnetometer and x-ray machines would 
be used to scan purses, brief cases, etc.  2) The other main door that is closest 
to the entrance of the Board of Supervisors’ hearing room would be used 
strictly as an employee entrance of which it would be programmed for use with 
a key card.  3) The bathrooms that are located next to the previous location of 
the Human Resources Department would be moved to the front hallway in 
order to accommodate those people that use the Board hearing room outside of 
the normal Courthouse business hours.   
 
At this time Mr. Stratton addressed questions and concerns of the Board.  Mr. 
Stratton added that there will be 4 storage lockers in each building and a policy 
will be presented to the Board for adoption on their intended uses.  The lockers 
would be used to temporarily store guns, knives, etc. in order to allow a person 
to enter the building.  The proposed policy would also require that a picture 
I.D. be collected when a key is issued for a storage locker to ensure that the 
key is returned.   
 
A recent security measure was added for the County’s telephone emergency 
broadcast system so that any emergency broadcasts will simultaneously go to 
all telephones at the various County facilities within the Globe area.  For dead 
areas, speakers are being proposed to be installed.  The Committee is looking 
at placing cameras at certain locations of the County facilities and the video 
would be streamed to the Sheriff’s Office (S.O.) dispatch station.  Another 
option being considered is to install 6-button phones placed in 18 areas of 
County facilities. If there was a problem, an employee could push a button 
which would allow the S.O. dispatchers to listen to the conversation, but not be 
heard on their end.  
 
Mr. Stratton reviewed the costs for the proposed equipment.  The estimated 
cost of the phones, monitors, speakers and cabling is $12K-$14K.  The x-ray 
machines cost approximately $33K-$34K each, and the magnetometers cost 
approximately $5K each.   
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Mr. Stratton reviewed proposed security measures for the County offices in 
Payson.  The administration building would have storage lockers and Vice-
Chairman Martin also suggested that the Community Development 
Department also have one or more as they receive more customer traffic.  Mr. 
Stratton advised that some lockers were purchased a couple of years ago with 
the help of the Sheriff.  Mr. Stratton advised that the Committee encountered 
some problems with building codes when reviewing security measures for the 
Payson County facilities.  It was discovered that some proposed security 
measures are cost prohibitive, so the Committee is looking at other options.  
Vice-Chairman Martin also suggested that the presence of a security officer is 
needed at the Payson Court Office Building.  Supervisor Marcanti commented 
that the Payson Court Office Building is very small and it does not feel secure.  
He would like to be apprised of any future discussions to relocate the Payson 
Court Office staff and other departments at the Payson Court Office Building to 
a different location.  Mr. Stratton advised that in the current CIP (Capital 
Improvement Projects) fiscal year budget, $64K currently remains in the 
security line item.  Mr. Stratton stated that in discussing the budget with Bob 
Hickman, Facilities Manager, they believe that some scheduled projects could 
be deferred to the next budget year in order to implement some of the security 
measures discussed at today’s meeting.   
 
2B.  Information/Discussion on the 2013-2014 County Budget 
assumptions. 
 
Mr. McDaniel stated, “We’d like to bring to the Board those things that are 
considered variables that we are trying to deal with regard to the new budget 
year; talk a little bit about some of the assumptions that we’re going to make 
with regard to those variables; and then try to talk about the policies that we 
see that we will take.”  He advised that the next step in the process is the 
budget kickoff meeting in March with all of the department heads and the 
elected officials.   
 
A summary of Mr. McDaniel’s presentation on the variables, assumptions, and 
policies is as follows:   
 
Variables - For the 3rd or 4th year in a row, there has been a decrease in 
assessed property valuations within Gila County due to the decline in the real 
estate market.  For this year it is projected that property values will go down 
10.5%.  The primary tax rate will remain the same at $4.19.  There are 2 new 
items: 1) Medical insurance costs have remained the same for the past couple 
of years and it could have increased as much as 7%-8% this year; however, in 
working with the County’s health insurance carrier, the increase is expected to 
be 3%-4%; and, 2) the projected 3.6% to 26.8% increase in employer retirement 
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payments.  An RFP (Request for Proposals) was issued to conduct a 
Classification and Compensation Study.  The cost to conduct the study was 
included in the current fiscal year budget; however, there may be the cost of 
implementing any findings of the study in the 2013-2014 budget providing 
there are findings in the study which indicate that pay raises are necessary.  
Another issue to be taken into consideration is the County’s half-cent 
transportation excise tax, which will expire in December 2014.  The issue of 
PILT (Payment in Lieu of Taxes) is yet another consideration for this year’s 
budget because even though it is still in effect, it may be discontinued at a 
future date.  Mr. McDaniel cautioned that there are other issues of concern to 
the County, especially when the State Legislature is in session. 
 
Assumptions - 1) The County is required by law to have a balanced budget 
each year; 2) The Board will want to maintain its current level of services, in 
particular is law enforcement, but also maintenance of roads and highways; 3) 
There will be no increase in the primary property tax rate of $4.19; 4) The 
property tax levy will decrease by approximately $2.2M; and, 5) The 
Classification and Compensation Study will be fully implemented 
 
Policies – Policies would be developed and adopted to require that department 
heads and elected officials adjust their budgets to absorb the decrease in the 
property tax levy, which is expected to be about $2.2M; the 3%-4% increase in 
medical insurance costs; and the increase in retirement plan payments, which 
is expected to be about $300K.   
 
Mr. McDaniel feels confident that the County can achieve a balanced budget by 
requesting that department heads and elected officials align their budgets with 
the County’s budget.  If the department heads and elected officials would align 
their budgets, it is anticipated there wouldn’t be any countywide budget or 
employee reductions.  Chairman Pastor commented that the Board made this 
same request to department heads and elected officials during last year’s 
budget process, which resulted in a 5% reduction in the County’s overall 
budget.  Mr. McDaniel emphasized that if any department or elected office 
chooses to develop any new programs, it would be difficult to accomplish 
without that department/office bringing along the extra dollars.  He added that 
if the findings of the Classification and Compensation Study indicate an 
increase in salaries, it is believed there is sufficient carryover or reserves 
available to be used during the first six months after the results of the study 
have been received.   
 
Chairman Pastor stated that it takes a lot of teamwork to set the budget, but 
he feels it can be achieved if everyone works “hand in hand” as has been done 
over the past 2 years.  He expressed some concern that consultants have not 
yet responded to the RFP.  Vice-Chairman Martin feels that the right approach 
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is being taken by first asking the department heads and elected officials “to at 
least share this burden in a way that was not done in the past.”  Supervisor 
Marcanti agreed that the budget concerns have all been addressed and he 
complimented the efforts made by staff.   
 
Chairman Pastor opened the meeting for public comment; no comments were 
offered. 
 
2C.  Information/Discussion regarding: 1) Call to the Public Policy, 2) 
Grants Management Policy and 3) Computing & Communication 
Technology Use and Ethics Policy, for inclusion in the Countywide Policy 
Manual. 
 
Mr. McDaniel advised that the presentation of these policies is a continuation 
of the development of the Countywide Policy Manual.  The Countywide Policy 
Committee has reviewed these policies, which are being presented for the 
Board’s review.  He called on Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk, to present 
information on the Call to the Public Policy.  Ms. Sheppard advised that the 
Board adopted this policy in 2009, and the changes that were recently made to 
this policy are more administrative in nature.  The policy and procedures were 
previously in one document and they are now separated into a policy page 
followed by the procedures and a Call to the Public-Speaker Card form.  Ms. 
Sheppard also advised that A.R.S. § 38-431.01(G) has now changed to A.R.S.  
§ 38-431.01(H) and some of the language in that statute also changed, so that 
information was also updated.  
 
Joe Heatherly, Finance Division Director, presented the Grants Management 
Policy and he advised that it replaces an earlier Board adopted policy called 
Accepting and Administering Grants (Policy No. BOS-3-2005.)  He stated that 
over the past few years he has reviewed the policy with the County Manager, 
Chief Deputy Clerk, and certain department heads.  In addition, he has talked 
with other Arizona counties regarding the content that is needed for a 
comprehensive grants management policy.  This proposed policy will add a 
more consistent means for the evaluation, preparation, application, 
administration, reimbursement, and closure of all grants and special programs.  
Mr. Heatherly reviewed some of the topics that have been addressed in this 
policy.  Chairman Pastor commented that in his review of the proposed policy, 
it requires more accountability for the department head or elected official who 
manages the grant program. He pointed out a statement within the policy 
which addresses employees hired for a position that is grant funded and he 
was pleased that the policy clearly states that whenever a grant is funding a 
position, the position may be eliminated at the end of the grant program.  It 
further states that the Board may continue funding the program.  Vice-
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Chairman Martin was pleased that the language stated “may” continue funding 
the program.   
 
Jacque Griffin, Assistant County Manager/Librarian, addressed the final 
proposed policy, which is a new policy entitled Computing & Communication 
Technology Use and Ethics.  She stated that at one point in time, there were 4 
different policies that addressed these topics.  Those existing policies were 
reviewed and there was also an extensive review of the content of other 
counties’ policies.  Much of the information from the 4 policies has been 
condensed and some areas of these topics that were addressed in the Gila 
County Merit System Rules and Procedures were removed and placed in this 
new proposed policy.  Ms. Griffin stated that most of the information contained 
in the newly proposed policy was outlined in the Merit System Rules and 
Procedures except the use of electronic equipment has been added.  Ms. Griffin 
advised that the section of the policy which addresses social media/social 
networking may grow and become a stand-alone policy in the future.   
 
A brief discussion ensued between the Board members, County Manager and 
staff regarding this proposed policy.   
 
2D.  Information/Discussion/Action to consider issuing official comments 
from the Board of Supervisors regarding the proposed action for 
Environmental Impact Statement for Motorized Travel Management on 
the Tonto National Forest. 
 
Ms. Griffin advised that on January 24, 2012, the Board issued official 
comments to the Tonto National Forest (TNF) regarding a proposed motorized 
travel management plan which would affect the areas of the TNF, and includes 
the Cave Creek, Globe, Mesa, Pleasant Valley and Tonto Basin ranger districts.  
Ms. Griffin advised that this process was initiated in 2007, and she explained 
that the initial process was for the TNF to obtain comments on the 
Environmental Assessment (EA) related to the motorized travel management 
plan.  She further advised that if a lot of comments are submitted to the TNF 
on the EA, then the process escalates to the point that the TNF will now 
prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to disclose the effects of 
designating a system of roads, trails, and areas for motorized vehicle use, in 
order to develop a motorized travel management plan.  Ms. Griffin advised that 
the TNF didn’t issue any further public comment on this issue until recently.  
On January 31, 2013, the TNF issued a Travel Management Scoping Letter 
including Proposed Action for EIS.  Ms. Griffin stated that the purpose of 
presenting this information to the Board is for the Board to decide if it chooses 
to issue official comments in response to the TNF’s January 31st letter by no 
later than Monday, March 4, 2013, which is the deadline for submitting 
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comments.  Attached to this agenda item is a draft letter that Ms. Griffin 
prepared for the Board’s consideration.     
 
Vice-Chairman Martin stated that she wasn’t aware that the deadline to submit 
a letter to the TNF was March 4th.  She then provided the Board members and 
staff a copy of an email sent to her from Pascal Berlioux, Executive Director of 
Eastern Arizona Counties Organization, outlining significant points he made 
with regard to this issue.  He strongly recommends that the Board issue a 
letter to the TNF in response to the TNF’s Scoping Letter.   
 
Vice-Chairman Martin provided some additional information and added that 
Mr. Pascal has offered to assist Ms. Griffin and her in drafting a concise letter 
for the Board’s review.  Ms. Griffin also briefly talked about the letter issued to 
the TNF by the Board of Supervisors last year which requested that Gila 
County be designated both a Coordinating Agency and a Cooperating Agency 
on this issue and all future TNF projects and plans, and the importance of 
continuing to pursue that designation. 
 
Chairman Pastor commented that he attends community meetings of the 
citizens of the Roosevelt Lake area and he stated that they have been active in 
commenting on the motorized travel management plan.  He agreed that the 
Board needs to use the services provided by Mr. Pascal to help write the 
Board’s comment letter.   
 
At this time the Board and Ms. Griffin discussed the proposed motion to be 
made by the Board of Supervisors.  Ms. Griffin suggested having the Board 
consider issuing official comments, including the comments provided by Mr. 
Pascal as discussed today, and for those comments to be reviewed and 
approved by all Board members prior to the issuance of the letter on Monday, 
March 4, 2013.  Upon motion by Vice-Chairman Martin, seconded by 
Supervisor Marcanti, the Board unanimously agreed to issue official comments 
to the EIS Scoping Letter for the Tonto National Forest’s Motorized Travel 
Management Plan on Monday, March 4, 2013, providing that all Board 
members review and approve of the comments prior to the letter being mailed 
on March 4, 2013.  
 
Item 3 - CALL TO THE PUBLIC: Call to the Public is held for public benefit 
to allow individuals to address issue(s) within the Board's jurisdiction. 
Board members may not discuss items that are not specifically identified 
on the agenda. Therefore, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statute §38-
431.01(H), action taken as a result of public comment will be limited to 
responding to criticism made by those who have addressed the Board of 
Supervisors, may ask staff to review the matter or may ask that a 
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matter be put on a future agenda for further discussion and decision at a 
future date.  

 
There were no requests to speak from the public. 
 
There being no further business to come before the Board of Supervisors, 
Chairman Pastor adjourned the meeting at 11:52 a.m. 
 
APPROVED: 
 
 
________________________________________ 
Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
________________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk 
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MINUTES 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
Date:  March 5, 2013 
 
MICHAEL A. PASTOR                                              JOHN F. NELSON 
Chairman Clerk of the Board 
 
TOMMIE C. MARTIN By: Laurie Kline 
Vice-Chairman                                                              Deputy Clerk 
 
JOHN D. MARCANTI                                                    Gila County Courthouse 
Member Globe, Arizona                                       
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PRESENT:  Michael A. Pastor, Chairman; John D. Marcanti, Supervisor; Don 
McDaniel, Jr., County Manager; Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk; and 
Bryan Chambers, Deputy Attorney Principal 
 
ABSENT: Tommie C. Martin, Vice-Chairman; and John F. Nelson, Deputy 
County Manager/Clerk 
 
Item 1 – Call to Order – Pledge of Allegiance – Invocation 
 
The Gila County Board of Supervisors met in a regular session at 10:00 a.m. 
this date in the Board of Supervisors hearing room.  Joe Heatherly led the 
Pledge of Allegiance and Linda Eastlick delivered the invocation. 
 
Item 2 - REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS:  
 
A. (Motion to adjourn as the Gila County Board of Supervisors and 
convene as the Gila County Library District Board of Directors.)  
Information/Discussion/Action to approve the seven dedicated Internet 
Access Service Agreements between the Gila County Library District and 
Network Services for Internet access for three years for the following:  
Gila County Library District Office at $717 per month, Globe Public 
Library at $371 per month, Hayden Public Library at $371 per 
month, Isabelle Hunt Memorial Library at $371 per month, Miami 
Memorial Library at $371 per month, Payson Public Library at $371 per 
month, Tonto Basin Public Library at $557.50 per month; to approve the 
dedicated Internet Access Service Agreement between the Gila County 
Library District and San Carlos Apache Telecommunications Utility, Inc. 
(SCATUI) for Internet access for three years at San Carlos Public Library at 
$600 per month for two data lines and two 20Mg Internet access lines; 
and to approve the seven Wireless Internet Access Service Agreements 
between the Gila County Library District and Verizon for Expanded 
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Internet access for one year for the following:  Gila County Library 
District Office at $120 per month, Globe Public Library at $120 per 
month, Hayden Public Library at $120 per month, Isabelle Hunt Memorial 
Library at $120 per month, Miami Memorial Library at $120 per 
month, Payson Public Library at $160 per month, and Tonto Basin Public 
Library at $120 per month.  Young Public Library Internet Access will be 
provided on a month-to-month basis with MTE Communications at $86.25 
per month.   
 
Upon motion by Supervisor Marcanti, seconded by Chairman Pastor, the Board 
adjourned as the Gila County Board of Supervisors and convened as the Gila 
County Library District Board of Directors.  Jacque Griffin, Assistant County 
Manager/Librarian, explained the reason the contracts are listed separately. If 
one contract gets denied, it doesn’t affect the other contracts.  The agreements 
being presented provide connectivity for public access and library access to the 
Internet, and it expands public access.  She stated, “We would ask that you 
approve the motion as read as this sets the stage for next year’s connectivity 
and E-Rate.”  Upon motion by Supervisor Marcanti, seconded by Chairman 
Pastor, the Board approved agenda item 2A as stated on the agenda.  Upon 
motion by Supervisor Marcanti, seconded by Chairman Pastor, the Board 
adjourned as the Gila County Library District Board of Directors and 
reconvened as the Gila County Board of Supervisors. 

B.  Information/Discussion/Action to ratify approval for the Sheriff's 
Office to submit a letter to Alberto Gutier, Director of the Governor's 
Office of Highway Safety (GOHS), requesting funding in the amount of 
$9,069.69 from GOHS's alternative funding source — 164 for the purchase 
of 30 portable breathalyzers and 1,000 mouthpieces for the breathalyzers. 

Lieutenant Mike Johnson advised that, at the request of Sheriff Adam 
Shepherd, on January 29, 2013, he met with Alberto Gutier, Director of the 
Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) and some other GOHS staff 
regarding reporting Sheriff’s Office statistics to the GOHS.  In that meeting the 
Director brought up the point that he had additional funding through this 
alternative funding source – 164, and all that’s required is a simple letter to the 
Director of the Governor’s Office requesting these funds.  Lieutenant Johnson 
advised that due to time constraints, the letter had to be submitted by no later 
than February 15, 2013.  Upon motion by Supervisor Marcanti, seconded by 
Chairman Pastor, the Board ratified its approval for the Sheriff’s Office 
submission of the letter dated February 6, 2013, to Alberto Gutier, Director of 
the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety.   
 
Item 3 – CONSENT AGENDA ACTION ITEMS:  (Any matter on the Consent 
Agenda will be removed from the Consent Agenda and discussed and voted 
upon as a regular agenda item upon the request of any member of the 
Board of Supervisors.) 
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A.  Approval for the County Attorney's Office to electronically submit a 
Grant Application to the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission for the 
renewal of an existing Victim Assistance Grant in the total amount of 
$48,342 with a required cash match by the County of $24,171 from the 
General Fund.  
 
B.  Acknowledgment of the resignation of Mr. Michael Greer from the Pine 
Strawberry Water Improvement District Governing Board and the  
appointment of Ray Pugel to complete Mr. Greer's term which expires  
December 31, 2014.  
 
C.  Approval of an Application for Extension of Premises/Patio 
Permit submitted by Fred Bridges to permanently extend the area where  
liquor is permitted to be served at the Punkin Center Store in Tonto  
Basin.  
 
D.  Approval of a request by the Phoenix Metro Bicycle Club to use the  
Courthouse parking area as a rest stop for a bike ride on March 9, 2013.  
 
E.  Approval of the January 2013 monthly activity report submitted by  
the Clerk of the Superior Court. 
 
F.  Approval of the February 19, 2013, BOS meeting minutes.  
 
G.  Acknowledgment of the Human Resources reports for the weeks of  
February 5, 2013, February 12, 2013, February 19, 2013, and February  
26, 2013.  
 
February 5, 2013 
Departures from County Service: 
1. Cathy Wickwire – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 01/18/13 – General Fund – DOH 

04/16/07 – Resignation 
2. David Baker – Public Works – Lube Specialist – 01/30/13 – Public Works Fund – DOH 

01/18/05 – Resignation 
3. Joshua Clark – County Attorney – Deputy County Attorney – 02/01/13 – County Attorney 

Diversion Program Fund – DOH 09/20/10 – Resignation 
4. Nicholas Buzan – County Attorney – Deputy County Attorney – 02/15/13 – Cost of 

Prosecution Reimbursement Fund – DOH 03/26/12 - Resignation 
Hires to County Service: 
5. Kurt A. Johnson – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 02/18/13 – General Fund – 

Replacing Cathy Wickwire 
6. Gregory F. Szpotowski – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 02/18/13 – General Fund – 

Replacing Dennis Foil 
7. Sabil S. Fitzhugh – Payson Regional Justice Court – Justice Court Clerk Associate – 

02/11/13 – General Fund – Replacing Sandra Yoder 
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8. Melissa D. Greenhagen – Payson Regional Justice Court – Justice Court Clerk Associate PT 
– 02/11/13 – General Fund – Replacing Barbara Smallwood 

9. Shawn Fuller – County Attorney – Chief Deputy County Attorney – 01/28/13 – General 
Fund – Replacing Bryan Chambers 

10. Joy Riddle – County Attorney – Deputy County Attorney Sr. – 01/28/13 – General Fund – 
Replacing Lacy Cooper 

Departmental Transfers: 
11. Jeannette Shapiro – Sheriff’s Office – From Public Health Nurse – To Inmate Counselor – 

02/07/13 – General Fund 
12. Bryan Chambers – County Attorney – From Chief Deputy Attorney – To Deputy Attorney 

Principal – 01/28/13 – General Fund  
End Probationary Period: 
13. Michelle Keegan – Payson Regional Constable’s Office – Constable Clerk – 10/17/12 – 

General Fund 
14. David Vaughn – Payson Regional Constable’s Office – Deputy Constable – 02/01/12 – 

General Fund 
15. Zackery Andrade – Public Works – Road Maintenance/Equipment Operator – 02/09/13 – 

Public Works Fund 
16. Anna Sanchez – Public Works – Administrative Assistant – 01/12/13 – Public Works Fund 
17. Jonathan S. Bearup – Clerk of the Superior Court – Courtroom Clerk – 09/21/12 – General 

Fund 
18. Michelle L. Duarte – Clerk of the Superior Court – Courtroom Clerk – 12/12/12 – General 

Fund  
Position Review: 
19. Lexie Nosie – Health – Community Health Assistant Sr. – 01/28/13 – Tobacco Free 

Environment Fund – Decrease number of hours worked per week from 40 to 32 
Request Permission to Post: 
20. Public Works – Lube Specialist – Position Vacated by David Baker 
21. Public Works – Road Maintenance/Equipment Operator Lead – Position Vacated by Richard 

Short 
22. Public Works – Road Maintenance/Equipment Operator Sr. – Position Vacated by Joe 

Casillas 
23. Clerk of the Superior Court – Court Clerk – Position Vacated by Donna DeBolt   

 
February 12, 2013 
Departures from County Service: 
1. Katrisha Stuler – Probation – CASA/Foster Care Manager – 02/01/13 – Court Appointed 

Special Advocate Fund – DOH 07/23/07 – Resignation 
2. Teresa M. Diettrich – Sheriff’s Office – 911 Dispatcher – 01/31/13 – General Fund – DOH 

10/29/12 – Failure to complete probationary period 
Hires to County Service: 
3. Sherlyn Willis – Sheriff’s Office – Inmate Counselor – 02/19/13 – General Fund – Replacing 

Jeannette Shapiro 
4. Jerry Farr – Public Works – Construction Project Manager – 02/14/13 – Public Works Fund 

– Replacing Jerry Farr 
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5. Christopher Mathews – Public Works – Custodian PT – 02/14/13 – Facilities Management 
Fund – Replacing Megan Wells 

Departmental Transfers: 
6. Jessica L. Cruz – From Clerk of the Court – To Sheriff’s Office – From Court Clerk – To 911 

Dispatcher – 02/18/13 – General Fund 
7. Laurie Sauro – From Community Services – To Board of Supervisors – From Administrative 

Clerk Sr. – To Deputy Clerk of the Board – 02/14/13 – From WIA Fund – To General Fund 
8. Kevin Kenney – Emergency Management – From Rural Addressing Analyst – To 

Administrative Clerk 01/29/13 – General Fund 
9. Jeannette Shapiro – Sheriff’s Office – From Inmate Counselor – To 911 Dispatcher – 

02/19/13 – General Fund 
10. Kelly Riggs – GCIT – From Systems & Network Communication Analyst – To WAN 

Manager – 02/04/13 – General Fund 
End Probationary Period: 
11. Russell L. Toumberlin – Sheriff’s Office – Deputy Sheriff – 01/30/13 – General Fund 
12. Stacey R. Bryant – Sheriff’s Office – 911 Dispatcher – 12/26/12 – General Fund 
13. Donald B. Engler II – Sheriff’s Office – Deputy Sheriff – 12/19/12 – General Fund 
Request Permission to Post: 
14. Sheriff’s Office – Chief Administrative Officer – Position Vacated by Claudia DalMolin 
15. Emergency Management – Rural Addressing Analyst – Position Vacated by Kevin Kenney 
16. CGIT – Systems & Network Communication Analyst – Position Vacated by Kelly Riggs 

 
February 19, 2013 
Departures from County Service: 
1. David Vaughn – Payson Regional Constable’s Office – Deputy Constable – 02/22/13 – 

General Fund – DOH 08/01/11 – Resignation 
Departmental Transfers: 
2. Thomas Dando – Public Works – From Solid Waste Services Worker – To Solid Waste 

Operations Worker Sr. – 02/28/13 – Recycling and Landfill Management Fund 
3. James Gibson – Public Works – From Solid Waste Services Worker – To Solid Waste 

Operations Worker Sr. – 02/28/13 – Recycling and Landfill Management Fund 
End Probationary Period: 
4. Kenneth Payne, Jr. – Public Works – Solid Waste Operations Worker Sr. – 02/23/13 – 

Recycling and Landfill Management Fund 
Request Permission to Post: 
5. Community Services – Community Service Worker – Position vacated by Valerie Kaufman 
6. Payson Regional Constable’s Office – Deputy Constable – Position vacated by David 

Vaughn 
 

February 26, 2013 
Departures from County Service: 
1. Howard Gallion – Public Works – Building and Grounds Maintenance Worker – 03/01/13 – 

General Fund – DOH 09/26/11 – Resignation 
Hires to County Service: 
2. Allison Torres – Community Services – Administrative Clerk Sr. – 03/07/13 – Various Funds 

– Replacing Denise Dickison 
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End Probationary Period: 
3. Angela Anthony – Community Services – Community Services Worker – 01/23/13 – GEST 

Fund  
4. Amanda Robles – Community Services – Community Services Worker – 01/23/13 – GEST 

Fund 
5. Anita Yanora – Community Services – Community Services Worker – 01/23/13 – GEST 

Fund 
6. Nancy Holland – Community Services – Community Services Worker – 01/23/13 – GEST 

Fund 
7. Shawn Christensen – Public Works – Road Maintenance/Equipment Operator – 02/20/13 – 

Public Works Fund 
8. Stewart W. Jones – Public Works – Road Maintenance/Equipment Operator – 02/20/13 – 

Public Works Fund 
9. Carrie Truesdell – Finance – Payroll Specialist – 02/27/13 – General Fund 
10. Juley D. Bocardo-Homan – Human Resources – Human Resources Assistant – 02/13/13 – 

General Fund 
Request Permission to Post: 
11. Clerk of the Superior Court – Court Clerk – Position vacated by Jessica Cruz 
12. Public Works – Building and Grounds Maintenance Worker – Position vacated by Howard 

Gallion 

H.  Acknowledgment of contracts under $50,000 which have been  
approved by the County Manager for the weeks of January 28, 2013, to  
February 1, 2013; and February 4, 2013, to February 8, 2013.  
 
I.  Approval of finance reports/demands/transfers for the weeks of  
February 26, 2013, and March 5, 2013.  
 
February 26, 2013 
$659,617.89 was disbursed for County expenses by check numbers 252403 
through 252547. 
 
March 5, 2013 
$1,696,576.22 was disbursed for County expenses by check numbers 252548 
through 252699.  (An itemized list of disbursements is permanently on file 
in the Board of Supervisors’ Office.) 
 
Upon motion by Supervisor Marcanti, seconded by Chairman Pastor, the Board  
approved Consent Agenda action items 3A through 3I as presented. 
 
Item 4 - CALL TO THE PUBLIC:  Call to the Public is held for public 
benefit to allow individuals to address issue(s) within the Board's 
jurisdiction. Board members may not discuss items that are not 
specifically identified on the agenda. Therefore, pursuant to Arizona 
Revised Statute §38-431.01(H), action taken as a result of public 
comment will be limited to responding to criticism made by those who 
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have addressed the Board of Supervisors, may ask staff to review the 
matter or may ask that a matter be put on a future agenda for further 
discussion and decision at a future date. 
 
There were no requests to speak from the public. 
 
Item 6 - At any time during this meeting pursuant to A.R.S. §38-
431.02(K), members of the Board of Supervisors and the Chief 
Administrator may present a brief summary of current events. No action 
may be taken on issues presented. 
 
Each Board member and the County Manager presented information on 
current events.   
 
There being no further business to come before the Board of Supervisors, 
Chairman Pastor adjourned the meeting at 10:20 a.m. 
 
APPROVED: 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk 
 
 
IF SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS ARE NEEDED, PLEASE CONTACT THE RECEPTIONIST AT (928) 425-3231 AS EARLY AS 
POSSIBLE TO ARRANGE THE ACCOMMODATIONS. FOR TTY, PLEASE DIAL 7-1-1 TO REACH THE ARIZONA RELAY SERVICE 
AND ASK THE OPERATOR TO CONNECT YOU TO (928) 425-3231. 
 
THE BOARD MAY VOTE TO HOLD AN EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING LEGAL ADVICE FROM THE 
BOARD’S ATTORNEY ON ANY MATTER LISTED ON THE AGENDA PURSUANT TO A.R.S. SECTION 38-431.03(A)((3) 
 
THE ORDER OR DELETION OF ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO MODIFICATION AT THE MEETING 
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Report for County Manager Approved Contracts Under $50,000 for
Weeks Ending 02-15-13 and 02-22-13

Submitted For: Joseph Heatherly, Finance Director Submitted By: Dana Sgroi,
Contracts
Support
Specialist,
Finance
Department

Information
Subject
Report for County Manager Approved Contracts Under $50,000 for Weeks Ending
02-15-13 and 02-22-13

Suggested Motion
Acknowledgment of contracts under $50,000 which have been approved by the
County Manager for the weeks of February 11, 2013, to February 15, 2013;
and February 18, 2013, to February 22, 2013.

Attachments
County Manager Approved Contracts Under $50,000 for Weeks Ending 02-15-13 and
02-22-13
Service Agreement No. 012813 with Kino Floors
Amendment No. 3 to Contract No. 012412 with Earthquest Plumbing
Service Agreement No. 011513 with TNFX
Service Agreement No. 011513-1 with TNFX
Service Agreement No 021213 with Phoenix Fence Company



Page 1 of 2 

 

COUNTY MANAGER APPROVED CONTRACTS UNDER $50,000  
 
February 11, 2013, to February 15, 2013 

Number / Vendor Title Amount Term Approved Renewal Option Summary 

 
Service Agreement No. 

012813 with Kino Floors  
 
 

 
Service Agreement No. 012813 

Window Blinds Project 

 
$3,539.65 

 
02-14-13 to 04-13-

14 

 
02-14-13 

 
Expires 

 

 
Provide and install window blinds for the Gila 
County Shop Office and the County Attorney’s 
Office. 
 

 
Amendment No. 3 to 
Contract No. 012412 

with Earthquest 
Plumbing 

 

 
Addendum No. 3 to Service 

Contract No. 012412 
Southern Gila County Backflow 

Testing and Repairs 
 

 
Not to exceed 

$2,000.00 

 
02-01-13 to 01-31-

14 

 
02-14-13 

 
Option to renew 
for one (1) more 
additional year 

 
Amendment No. 3 extended the term of the 
contract for one additional year and also changed 
the name of the contract from “Professional 
Services Contract No. 012412” to Service Contract 
No. 012412. 
 

 
Service Agreement No. 

011513 with TNFX 
 

 
Service Agreement No. 011513 

Electronic Medical Records and 
Charting Software Hosting 

Agreement 
Gila County Sheriff’s Medical 

Department with 
TNFX 

 

 
$2,700.00 

 
02-01-13 to 01-31-

14 

 
02-14-13 

 
Option to renew 

for two (2) one (1) 
year periods 

 
Software Hosting Agreement with TNFX for 
electronic medical records and charting for the 
Gila County Juvenile Detention Center. The cost is 
$75.00 per workstation for three workstations for 
a total of $225.00/month. 
 

 
Service Agreement No. 
011513-1 with TNFX 

 

 
Service Agreement No. 011513-1 
Electronic Medical Records and 

Charting Software Hosting 
Agreement 

Gila County Juvenile Detention 
with 
TNFX 

 

 
$3,096.00 

 
02-01-13 to 01-31-

14 

 
02-14-13 

 
Option to renew 

for two (2) one (1) 
year periods 

 
Software Hosting Agreement with TNFX for 
electronic medical records and charting for the 
Gila County Juvenile Detention Center. The cost is 
$129.00 per workstation for two workstations for 
a total of $258.00/month. 
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February 18, 2013, to February 22, 2013  

Number / Vendor Title Amount Term Approved Renewal Option Summary 

 
Service Agreement No. 
021213 with Phoenix 

Fence Company 
 
 

 
Service Agreement No. 021213 
Sheriff’s Office Electronic Gate 

Installation 
  

 
Not to exceed 

$22,792.00 

 
02-20-13 to 04-19-

13 

 
02-20-13 

 
Expires 

 
Replace 2 gate operators on Sliding gates at Gila 
County Jail in Globe, AZ. 
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